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FOREWORD 


This  annual  reports  brings  together  in  statistical  form  the  more 
important  data  concerning  the  operation  of  ASCS  programs  in 
Mississippi  and  shows  the  achievements  in  1962  of  ASC  State, 
county,  and  community  committees  in  the  administration  of  the 
following  programs : 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program 
Acreage  Allotment  and  Marketing  Quota  Programs 
Price  Support  Programs 
Soil  Bank  Conservation  Reserve  Program 
Farm  Storage  Facility  Loan  Program 
Mobile  Dryer  Loans 
Feed  Grain  Program 
Wheat  Stabilization  Program 
Livestock  Feed  Program 

Any  further  detailed  information  desired  may  be  obtained  from  the 
ASCS  State  Office,  Jackson,  Mississippi,  or  from  ASCS  county 
offices  in  each  of  Mississippi’s  82  counties. 
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PART  I 


AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 


The  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  is  authorized  hy  the  Congress 
to  advance  the  over -all  conservation  accomplishment  of  the  Nation. 

Through  this  program  the  Federal  Government  offers  to  share  with 
farmers  the  cost  of  conservation  practices  which  individual  farmers 
would  not  carry  out  to  the  needed  extent  on  their  own  initiative  and 
with  their  own  resources.  In  most  instances  farmers  pay  35  to  50 
percent  of  the  cost  of  establishing  practices. 

The  State  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  is  developed  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Stabilization  and  Conservation  State  Committee  ( including  the 
State  Director  of  Extension) , the  State  Conservationist  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  and  the  official  of  the  U.  S.  Forest  Service 
having  jurisdiction  of  farm  forestry  in  the  State  of  Mississippi  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  National  Bulletin.  In  the 
development  of  the  State  ACP,  consideration  is  given  to  recommendations 
of  ASC  county  committees  and  other  groups  having  an  interest  in 
agriculture.  The  program  is  administered  by  ASC  county  committees 
under  the  supervision  of  the  ASC  State  Committee.  Technical  assistance 
for  engineering  and  forestry  practices  is  provided  by  Soil  Conservation 
Service  and  Forest  Service. 

Any  landlord,  tenant,  or  share-cropper  on  a farm  is  eligible  to  participate 
in  the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program.  These  persons  may  request  the 
Federal  Government  to  share  the  cost  of  establishing  eligible  conservation 
practices.  Such  requests  must  be  filed  with  the  ASC  county  committee  for 
the  county  in  which  the  farm  records  are  located  before  performance  of 
the  practice  is  started. 

In  addition  to  conservation  practices  carried  out  on  individual  farms, 
pooling  agreements  were  used  in  some  counties  to  meet  the  needs  of 
more  than  one  farm.  Under  these  agreements  farmers  cooperated  in 
carrying  out  conservation  practices  affecting  them  as  a group.  The 
agreements  were  approved  by  the  ASC  county  committee  before  the 
practices  were  started,  and  the  completed  practices  were  checked  to 
determine  that  they  met  performance  requirements. 
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USE  OF  FUNDS  UNDER  TEE  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM,  1962 


County 

Cost -Shares 
for 

Practices 
( Dollars ) 

Average 
Cost -Share 
Per  Farm 
( Dollars ) 

: Small 

: Cost -Share 
: Increase 

: ( Dollars ) 

: Program  Funds  : 

: Transferred  : 

: for  Technical  : 

: Services  - To  : 

: SCS  : MFC 

: ( Dollars ):( Dollars ) ; 

Total 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

Total 

6,318,876 

137 

475,925 

183,617 

3,162 

6,981,772 

Adams 

Alcorn 

Amite 

Attala 

Benton 

45,001 

73,997 

85,108 

95,110 

55,217 

215 

94 

103 

114 

177 

1,864 

8,075 

9,5^1 

9,125 

2,532 

1,97^ 

3,021 

1,819 

375 

1,441 

0 

93 

17 

79 

54 

48,779 

85,186 

96,485 

108,689 

59,244 

Bolivar 

“157,433 

500 

”T79fe~ 

8,1^5 

0 

“ 167,520“ 

Calhoun 

86,118 

92 

10,285 

2,047 

0 

98,450 

Carroll 

87,921 

163 

5,408 

3,464 

21 

96,814 

Chickasaw 

93,222 

138 

7,199 

2,682 

37 

103,140 

Choctaw 

52,221 

88 

6,569 

1,892 

96 

60,778 

Claiborne 

58,896 "" 

172 

3,17^ 

795 

5 

62,870 

Clarke 

59,088 

105 

5,931 

1, 536 

27 

66 , 582 

Clay 

76,285 

120 

6,844 

1,398 

65 

84,604 

Coahoma 

95, 3^9 

581 

933 

2,263 

0 

98,545 

Copiah 

96,089 

78 

1^,373 

1,855 

62 

112,379 

Covington 

57,358  " 

102 

6, 664 

600 

51 

64,673 

DeSoto 

115,146 

268 

3,789 

2,551 

0 

121,486 

Forrest 

25,935 

76 

4,063 

1,092 

21 

31,111 

Franklin 

54,578 

152 

3,970 

1,050 

26 

59,624 

George 

24,275 

69 

4,308 

139 

0 

28,722 

Greene 

20,437 

82 

2,948 

110 

40 

23,535 

Grenada 

54,629 

167 

3,070 

1,629 

0 

59,328 

Hancock 

l4,6oi 

93 

2,070 

56 

0 

16,727 

Harrison 

21,670 

99 

2,530 

44o 

0 

24,64o 

Hinds 

161,576 

225 

6,504 

3,300 

10 

171,390 

Holmes 

121,294 

238 

' 4,682  " 

0 

" l3o'“W“ 

Humphreys 

64,196 

351 

1,316 

1,872 

0 

67,384 

Issaquena 

25,838 

3^9 

387 

1,027 

0 

27,252 

Itawamba 

72,273 

ill 

5,688 

855 

181 

78,997 

Jackson 

19,814 

96 

2,326 

131 

0 

22,271 

Jasper 

78,517 

120 

7,080 

“T784T” 

108 

87,552 

Jefferson 

71,342 

194 

2,873 

1,407 

8 

75,630 

Jeff.  Davis 

61,237 

86 

7,783 

1,700 

16 

70,736 

Jones 

71,213 

81 

10,589 

2,627 

0 

84,429 

Kemper 

93,540 

173 

M35 

1,478 

95 

99,548 

Lafayette 

88,550 

187 

3,917 

2,871 

0 

95,338 

Lamar 

35,H8 

86 

5,333 

721 

0 

41,1.72 

Lauderdale 

78, 326 

124 

5,863 

1,836 

60 

86,085 

Lawrence 

50,330 

79 

7,801 

2,282 

21 

60,434 

Leake 

82,965 

78 

12,933 

1,837 

3^ 

97,769 

. 
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USE  OF  FUNDS  UNDER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM,  1962- -Continued 


County 

Cost -Shares 
for 

Practices 
( Dollars ) 

: Average 

: Cost -Share 
: Per  Farm 
: ( Dollars ) 

: Small 

: Cost -Share 
: Increase 

s ( Dollars ) 

: Program  Funds  : 
: Transferred  : 
: for  Technical  : 
: Services  - To  : 
: SCS  : MFC  : 
: ( Dollars ) : ( Dollars ) : 

Total 

Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

Lee 

Leflore 

Lincoln 

Lowndes 

Madison 

106,784 
99; 682 
90,564 
103,686 
141,478 

150 

5H 

97 

176 

162 

6,218 

1,180 

10,705 

4,963 

8,105 

5,040 

3,434 

1,315 

1,990 

4,768 

62 

0 

227 

19 

11 

118,104 

104,296 

102,811 

110,658 

154,362 

Marion 

59,4l8~~ 

81 

8,433 

i,i47 

16 

69,014 

Marshall 

134,347 

282 

3>69 

3,085 

5 

140,906 

Monroe 

146,922 

162 

8,975 

2,458 

54 

158,409 

Montgomery 

55,058 

97 

6,693 

2,480 

52 

64,283 

Neshoba 

93,895 

77 

14,019, 

2,451 

62 

110,427 

Newton 

89,857 

89 

10,844 

2,333 

66 

103,100 

Noxubee 

132,773 

318 

3,050 

2,513 

45 

138,381 

Oktibbeha 

87,712 

132 

6,920 

3,990 

60 

98,682 

Panola 

134,702 

197 

6,504 

4,461 

0 

145,667 

Pearl  River 

71,871 

109 

7,042 

1,008 

0 

79,921 

Perry  • 

34,091 

103 

3,795 

“489  ' 

0 

"IHTBTT 

Pike 

72,117 

97 

8,287 

1,347 

0 

81,751 

Pontotoc 

106,360 

147 

6,484 

3,554 

83 

116,481 

Prentiss 

74,961 

262 

7,643 

2,761 

83 

85,448 

Quitman 

69,512 

243 

2,454 

2,445 

0 

74,411 

Rankin 

96,158 

125 

8,123 

1,672 

218 

106,171 

Scott 

72,904 

79 

10,026 

2,906 

0 

85,836 

Sharkey 

33,840 

413 

494 

1,500 

0 

35,834 

Simpson 

74,952 

108 

7,506 

3,416 

49 

85,923 

Smith 

65,496 

89 

8, 586 

1,515 

73 

75,850 

Stone 

16,905 

82 

2,474 

787 

5 

20,171 

Sunflower 

148,254 

336 

3,400 

3,331 

0 

154,985 

Tallahatchie 

97,077 

311 

2,306 

3,364 

0 

102,747 

Tate 

73,552 

173 

4,094 

1,445 

0 

79,091 

Tippah 

73,650 

86 

9,394 

2,666 

97 

85,807 

Tishomingo 

57,506 

73 

7,369“ 

1,312 

157 

66, 344 

Tunica 

63,247 

570 

478 

3,090 

0 

66,815 

Union 

83,167 

132 

6,330 

4,380 

44 

93,921 

Walthall 

72,345 

85 

10,859 

1,984 

49 

85,237 

Warren 

43,920 

181 

2,036 

756 

0 

46,712 

Washington 

95,955 

455 

1,204 

4,079 

0 

101,238 

Wayne 

45,359 

86 

6,021 

1,120 

101 

52,601 

Webster 

58,034 

83 

8,058 

2,587 

137 

68,816 

Wilkinson 

62,197 

184 

2,904 

1,267 

3 

66,371 

Winston 

87,241 

96 

11,055 

2,734 

97 

101,127 

Yalobusha 

82,202 

126 

6,213 

2,656 

0 

91,071 

Yazoo 

127,312 

251 

4,555 

5,379 

60 

137,306 
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NUMBER  OF  FARMS  AND  ACREAGE  OF  FARMLAND  PARTICIPATING  IN  THE 
AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Number 

of  Farms  : 

Farmland 

: Percentage  of  County 
: Total  Participating 
: Farms  ; Farmland 

:( Percent):  (Percent) 

:Partici- 
1 pating 

: Total  in: 
: County  : 

Partici-  : 
pating  : 

(Acres)  : 

Total  in 
County 
(Acres) 

Total 

46,095 

123,848 

12,032,708 

20,363,859 

37 

6l 

Adams 

2C9 

487 

118,993 

189,498 

42 

63 

Alcorn 

782 

1,537 

126,816 

199,795 

51 

63  . 

Amite 

823 

1,645 

189,724 

334,846 

50 

57 

Attala 

831 

2,189 

200,912 

358,773 

38 

56 

Benton 

312 

84o 

98,718 

143,131 

37 

69 

Bolivar 

315 

1,730 

237,223 

" 454,562 

18 

52 

Calhoun 

935 

i,64o 

219,946 

269,000 

57 

82 

Carroll. 

539 

1,373 

194,226 

299,280 

37 

65 

Chickasaw 

675 

1,635 

165,091 

244,091 

4l 

68 

Choctaw 

593 

1M6 

95,920 

174,592 

4l 

55 

Claiborne 

342 

634 

164,929 

245,934 

67 

Clarke 

562 

1,766 

124,211 

262,251 

32 

47 

Clay 

637 

1,288 

164, i4o 

254,344 

49 

65 

Coahoma 

164 

696 

188,718 

323,464 

21 

58 

Copiah 

1,228 

2,087 

286,679 

324,172 

59 

88 

Covington 

564 

1,944 

87,766 

177,281 

29 

49 

DeSoto 

430 

1,465 

182,248 

271,044 

29 

67 

Forrest 

343 

1,153 

57,293 

117,600 

30 

49 

Franklin 

359 

725 

83,754 

150,130 

50 

56 

George 

351 

996 

53,253 

103,841 

35 

51 

Greene 

249 

888 

65,281 

162,772 

28" 

4o“" 

Grenada 

328 

810 

158,948 

185,450 

40 

86 

Hancock 

157 

382 

24,237 

87,155 

4l 

27 

Harrison 

218 

510 

32,584 

86,149 

43 

38 

Hinds 

718 

2,317 

. 3U.1+94 

438,132 

31 

79 

Holmes 

509 

1.986 

239,862 

425,009 

26 

“5T~ 

Humphreys 

183 

719 

124,878 

213,844 

25 

58 

Issaquena 

74 

308 

79,368 

110,883 

24 

72 

Itawamba 

651 

1,808 

102,962 

235,519 

36 

44 

Jackson 

207 

525 

38,184 

101,436 

39 

33 

Jasper 

“W 

1,95^ 

140,588 

249,251 

33 

56 

Jefferson 

367 

838 

139,421 

205,573 

44 

68 

Jeff.  Davis 

709 

2,092 

115,239 

218,207 

34 

53 

Jones 

879 

2,522 

112,008 

255,140 

35 

44 

Kemper 

540 

1,694 

128,568 

238,941 

32 

54 

Lafayette 

~WT 

1,728 

157,221. 

296,089 

27 

53 

Lamar 

407 

1,295 

55,386 

174,599 

31 

32 

Lauderdale 

633 

1,776 

126,685 

273,180 

36 

46 

Lawrence 

638 

1,547 

112,848 

183, 500 

4l 

6l 

Leake 

1,058 

2,670 

127,980 

221,164 

4o 

58 
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NUMBER  OF  FARMS  AND  ACREAGE  OF  FARMLAND  PARTICIPATING  IN  THE 
AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM,  BY  COUNTIES , 1962- -Continued 


County 

: Number 

of  Farms 

Farmland  : 

Percentage  of  County 
Total  Participating 
Farms  : Farmland 
(Percent):  (Percent) 

sPartici- : 
: pating  : 

Total  in 
County 

Partici- 
pating 
( Acres ) 

: Total  in  : 
: County  : 

; (Acres)  : 

Lee 

714 

2,339 

12?, 175 

244,809 

31 

52 

Leflore 

195 

768 

19^,839 

3^6,053 

25 

56 

Lincoln 

937 

1,927 

148,092 

231,822 

49 

64 

Lowndes 

590 

1,785 

150,886 

251, 583 

33 

60 

Madison 

875 

2,215 

293,831 

391,024 

39 

75 

Mari on 

733 

2,350 

130,367 

233,815 

31 

“56“ 

Marshall 

L77 

1,675 

207,775 

336,147 

28 

62 

Monroe 

909 

2,585 

218,293 

379,500 

35 

58 

Montgomery 

570 

1,207 

127,159 

197,150 

47 

64 

Ne  shota 

1,224 

2,618 

173,658 

283,998 

47 

61 

Newton 

i,oi4 

2,438 

156,940 

265,250 

42 

59 

Noxubee 

4.18 

1,138 

291,325 

390,900 

37 

75 

Oktibbeha 

664 

1,330 

143,818 

268,862 

50 

53 

Panola 

685 

2,169 

222,835 

374,614 

32 

59 

Pearl  River 

661 

1,820 

131,982 

240,000 

36 

55 

Perry 

331 

977 

^5,595“ 

86,877 

34 

52 

Pike 

747 

1,955 

116,498 

191,79^ 

38 

61 

Pontotoc 

725 

2,493 

126,048 

278,444 

29 

45 

Prentiss 

781 

2,050 

113,307 

225,711 

38 

50 

Quitman 

286 

966 

128,181 

238,412 

30 

54 

Rankin 

769 

1,869 

195,701 

301,728 

4l 

65 

Scott 

922 

1,899 

147,358 

233,000 

49 

63 

Sharkey 

82 

385 

72,991 

159,198 

21 

46 

Simpson 

691 

2,265 

13^,872 

269,500 

30 

50 

Smith 

737 

2,066 

126,815 

229,884 

36 

55 

Stone 

206 

426 

39,299 

71,906 

48 

55 

Sunflower 

44l 

1,3^7 

260,704 

443,977 

33 

59 

Tallahatchie 

312 

1,324 

162,716 

336,764 

24 

48 

Tate 

424 

1,333 

143,892 

230,646 

32 

62 

Tippah 

860 

1,978 

139,073 

249,210 

^3 

56 

Tishomingo 

793 

1,805 

110,155 

179A58 

~W~ 

— 61 

Tunica 

111 

468 

146,872 

208,984 

24 

70 

Union 

631 

1,923 

99,885 

210,078 

33 

48 

Walthall 

850 

2,04l 

133,014 

217,867 

42 

6.1 

Warren 

242 

582 

158,768 

245,600 

42 

65 

Washington 

211 

1,078 

180,365 

388,972 

20 

46 

Wayne 

528 

1, 866 

11.1,471 

258,821 

28 

^3 

Webster 

701 

1,381 

159,320 

19^,733 

51 

82 

Wilkinson 

338 

692 

180,886 

247,674 

49 

73 

Winston 

906 

2,098 

137,261 

226,513 

^3 

6l 

Yalobusha 

651 

1,214 

168,336 

269,064 

-34— 

' 63 

Yazoo 

508 

1,348 

307,048 

^73,895 

38 

65 

•- 
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GROUND  LIMESTONE  USED  UNDER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM, 

BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


Ground  Limestone 

Ground 

Limestone 

Amount  of  ACP 

Amount  of  ACP 

Quantity: 

Assistance 

Quantity 

Assistau.ce 

County 

(Tons)  : 

( Dollars ) 

: County 

( Tons ) 

( Dollars ) 

Total 

332,423 

1,329,314 

Adams 

l,l46 

5,7^3 

Lee 

1,620 

6,305 

Alcorn 

4,960 

19,281 

Leflore 

11,153 

44,635 

Amite 

3,657 

18,650 

Lincoln 

3,597 

13,715 

Attala 

5,104 

16,039 

Lownde  s 

4,589 

11,091 

Benton 

4,622 

16,332 

Madison 

8,253 

40,071 

Bolivar 

8,229 

37, 44^ 

Marion 

5,677 

26,273 

Calhoun 

10,310 

34,329 

Marshall 

8,913 

39,752 

Carroll 

3,626 

11,325 

Monroe 

5,943 

17,827 

Chi ckasaw 

6,792 

16,226 

Montgomery 

2,462 

8,237 

Choctaw 

3,503 

11,238 

Neshoba 

2,348 

8,335 

Claiborne 

1,360 

6,309 

Newton 

2,662 

7,075 

Clarke 

718 

3,166 

Noxubee 

7,l6l 

15,088 

Clay 

3,821 

7,589 

Oktibbeha 

6,541 

16,872 

Coahoma 

7,749 

34,870 

Panola 

13,813 

57,975 

Copiah 

2,900 

13,934 

Pearl  River 

1,897 

8,642 

Covington 

3,059 

11,207 

Perry 

386 

1,891 

DeSoto 

10,372 

47,473 

Pike 

2,525 

12,625 

Forrest 

1,688 

6,245 

Pontotoc 

6,537 

18,536 

Franklin 

1,514 

7,799 

Prentiss 

2,086 

9,281 

George 

238 

981 

Quitman 

4 , 810 

21,650 

Greene 

190 

917 

Rankin 

3,928 

18,171 

Grenada 

2,701 

10,422 

Scott 

1,012 

4,079 

Hancock 

785 

3,647 

Sharkey 

214 

1,027 

Harrison 

1,030 

5,013 

Simpson 

3,768 

17,057 

Hinds 

5,908 

24,969 

Smith 

2,328 

6,788 

Holmes 

9,570 

42,346 

Stone 

546 

2,563 

Humphreys 

3,878 

17,623 

Sunflower 

15,596 

70,466 

Itawamba 

3,239 

14,574 

Tallahatchie 

8,231 

37,451 

Jackson 

721 

3,605 

Tate 

5,571 

25,062 

Jasper 

3,780 

10,738 

Tippah 

4,751 

21,146 

Jefferson 

1,976 

9,261 

Tishomingo 

" 5,0l6  ' 

18, 472 

Jeff.  Davis 

3,193 

15,952 

Tunica 

2,200 

9,898 

Jones 

991 

3,497 

Union 

4,094 

18,225 

Kemper 

3,671 

10,372 

Walthall 

4,543 

22,848 

Lafayette 

4,837 

21,659 

Warren 

1,380 

5,871 

Lamar 

1,789 

7,345 

Washington 

890 

4,o49 

Lauderdale 

3,399 

11,255 

Wayne 

l,38l 

6,491 

Lawrence 

1,733 

8,745 

Webster 

3,800 

9,748 

Leake 

2,502 

9,162 

Wilkinson 

3,485 

18,122 

Winston 

2,592 

8,463 

Yalobusha 

5,632 

” 25, 346 

Yazoo 

7,212 

34,815 

. 

- - 1 • 

. 


■ 


. 
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STATE  SUMMARY  OF  NUMBER  OF  FARMS  USING  EACH  PRACTICE  AND  AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE  UNDER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM,  1962 


: : : Percent  of 

: Amount  : Number  ; Total  ACP 

: of  ACP  : of  Farms  : Assistance 

: Assistance  : Using  : Used  For 

Practice  Number  and  Description : (Dollars)  : Practice  ; Practice 

Total  6,318,876  57,533  100 . 00 


A-2  Initial  establishment  of  a per- 
manent vegetative  cover  for  soil 
protection  or  as  a needed  land- 


use  adjustment 

1,042,122 

8,817 

16A9 

A-3 

Establishment  of  additional 
acreages  of  vegetative  cover  in 
a crop  rotation 

117,761 

811 

1. 86 

A -4 

Initial  treatment  of  farmland  by 
application  of  liming  materials 

808,732 

6,539 

12.80 

A-7 

Initial  establishment  of  a stand 
of  trees 

169, 690 

2,868 

2/69 

A -8 

Initial  establishment  of  a stand 
of  trees 

6 

1 

.01 

B-l 

Initial  improvement  of  an  estab- 
lished permanent  vegetative  cover 
for  soil  or  watershed  protection 

2,029,822 

17,039 

32.12 

B-7 

Construction  of  a pond  for  live- 
stock water 

288,167 

2,260 

4. 56 

B-9 

Construction  of  permanent  fences 

3,638 

43 

.06 

B -10 

Initial  improvement  of  a stand  of 
forest  trees 

86,403 

865 

1.36 

C-l 

Establishing  permanent  sod  water- 
ways 

529 

13 

.01 

C-2  Initial  establishment  of  permanent 
vegetation  as  protection  against 


564 

15 

.01 

4,66l 

47 

.07 

C-4  Constructing  terraces 


i 


' 
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STATE  SUMMARY  OF  NUMBER  OF  FARMS  USING  EACH  PRACTICE  AND  AMOUNT  OF 
ASSISTANCE  UNDER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM,  1962 

--Continued. 


Practice  Number  and  Description 

: Amount 

: of  AGP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

: Number 

; of  Farms 
: Using 

: Practice 

: Percent  of 
: Total  ACP 

; Assistance 
: Used  for 

: Practice 

C-5  Constructing  diversion  terraces 

12,585 

146 

.19 

C-6  Construction  of  a pond  for 
erosion  control 

11,879 

74 

.19 

C-7  Construction  of  pipe  outlets 
to  dispose  of  excess  water 

7,038 

40 

.11 

C-8  Channel  clearance,  enlargement, 
or  realignment 

78,260 

147 

1.24 

C-9A,  C-9B,  and  C-90  Construction  of 
permanent  ditches,  flat 
V-ditches,  and  W-ditches 

407,1^3 

' 1,571 

6 .45 

D-l  Establishment  of  vegetative 
cover  for  winter  protection 
from  erosion 

1,088,9^0 

14,823 

17.23 

D-2  Establishment  of  vegetative 
cover  for  summer  protection 
from  erosion 

70,9^3 

1,298 

1.12 

F-l(3)  (Special  practice)  Shaping  or 
grading  land  to  permit  effective 
surface  drainage  (C-ll) 

84,312 

82 

1.34 

F-l(4)  (Special  practice)  Construc- 
tion of  wells  for  livestock  water 
as  a means  of  protecting  estab- 
lished vegetative  cover  (B-5) 

5,681 

34 

.09 

1 , .... 


• ■ • .f 


■ 


' 


- 

■ 
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PRACTICE  A-2,  INITIAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A PERMANENT  VEGETATIVE  COVER 


FOR  SOIL  PROTECTION 

OR  AS  A NEEDED 

LAND -USE 

ADJUSTMENT,  BY 

COUNTIES,  1962 

• 

Amount  : 

Number 

: Average 

• 

6 

of  ACP  : 

of  Farms 

: Number 

: Assistance 

o 

Assistance  : 

Using 

: of 

: Per  Acre 

County  : 

( Dollars ) : 

Practice 

: Acres 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

1,042,122 

8,817 

68,644 

15.23 

Adams 

9,766 

25 

831 

11.75 

Alcorn 

19,818 

206 

1,290 

15.36 

Amite 

29,580 

248 

1,749 

16.91 

Attala 

26,508 

211 

1,632 

16  .,24 

Benton 

15,761 

85 

758 

20.79 

Calhoun 

4,067 

52 

340 

II.96 

Carroll 

11,513 

65 

620 

18.57 

Chickasaw 

14,833 

121 

1,038 

14.29 

Choctaw 

4,394 

49 

283 

15.53 

Claiborne 

1,537 

10 

99 

15.53 

Clarke 

14,030 

153 

832 

16 .86 

Clay 

11,358 

83 

797 

14.25 

Copiah 

13,006 

128 

787 

16.53 

Covington 

22,733 

237 

1,662 

13.68 

DeSoto 

13,014 

53 

718 

18.13 

Forrest 

“9,650  " 

124 

8ll 

11.90 

Franklin 

7,576 

68 

446 

16.26 

George 

5,278 

68 

375 

14.07 

Greene 

4,011 

4l 

255 

15.73 

Grenada 

g.^58 

16 

151 

16.28 

Hancock 

3,865 

41 

317 

12.19 

Harrison 

5,170 

59 

405 

12.77 

Hinds 

22,552 

82 

1,398 

16.13 

Holmes 

13,284 

57 

953 

13.94 

Humphreys 

2,583 

26 

315 

3.20 

Itawamba 

”24,965 

236" 

1,747 

11 . 29’”“ 

Jackson 

6,137 

58 

435 

l4.il 

Jasper 

20,965 

200 

1,615 

12.98 

Jefferson 

9,230 

35 

530 

17.41 

Jeff.  Davis 

16,844 

210 

1,035 

16.27 

Jones 

13,425 

183 

1,140 

11.78 

Kemper 

27,299 

154 

1,481 

18.43 

Lafayette 

17,250 

108 

993 

17.37 

Lamar 

10,086 

111 

603 

16.73 

Lauderdale 

25,151 

226 

1,732 

14 . 52 

Lawrence 

14,564 

208 

884 

16 . 48 

Leake 

21,028 

260 

1,236 

17.01 

Lee 

10,563 

74 

645 

16.38 

Lincoln 

29,746 

263 

1,648 

18.05 

Lownde  s 

22,170 

118 

1,297 

17.09 
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PRACTICE  A-2,  INITIAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A PERMENENT  VEGETATIVE  COVER  FOR 
SOIL  PROTECTION  OR  AS  A NEEDED  LAND -USE  ADJUSTMENT,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

--Continued 


County 

: Amount 

: of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 

: Using 

: Practice 

: Number  : 

: of  : 

: Acres  : 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
( Dollars ) 

Madison 

9,126 

39 

607 

15.03 

Marion 

13,123 

192 

1,204 

10.90 

Marshall 

32,311 

93 

1,426 

22.66 

Monroe 

27,051 

165 

l,6o4 

16 . 86 

Montgomery 

3,025 

28 

212 

14.27 

Ne  shota 

20,883 

240 

1,583 

13.19 

Newton 

16,396 

182 

1,159 

14.15 

Noxubee 

21,511 

59 

1,562 

13.77 

Oktibbeha 

15,446 

115 

1,118 

13.82 

Panola 

8,549 

53 

469 

18.23 

Pearl  River 

" 15,o46 

152 

i,34o 

11.23 

Perry 

11,924 

95 

715 

16.68 

Pike 

15,297 

147 

891 

17.17 

Pontotoc 

35,497 

236 

2,063 

17.21 

Prentiss 

9,945 

98 

600 

16.57 

Quitman 

177 

1 

12 

14.75 

Rankin 

11,191 

100 

712 

15.72 

Scott 

13,824 

118 

1,046 

13.22 

Sharkey 

279 

3 

34 

8.21 

Simpson 

18,587 

161 

1,207 

15.40 

Smith 

16,013 

182 

l,4ll 

11.35 

Stone 

3,817 

50 

295 

12.94 

Tallahatchie 

2,484 

13 

216 

11.50 

Tate 

12,097 

74 

805 

15.03 

Tippah 

14,215 

175 

901 

15.78 

Tishomingo 

14,294 

179 

983 

' 14.54 

Union 

17,817 

142 

863 

20.65 

Walthall 

30,220 

378 

2,171 

13.92 

Warren 

5,616 

38 

719 

7.81 

Wayne 

17,477 

158 

1,131 

15.45 

Webster 

5,885 

64 

397 

14.82 

Wilkinson 

5,957 

28 

335 

17.78 

Winston 

14,666 

158 

951 

15.42 

Yalobusha 

9,973 

86 

699 

14.27 

Yazoo 

14,635 

63 

1,320 

11.09 
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PRACTICE  A-3,  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  ACREAGES  OF  VEGETATIVE 
COVER  IN  CROP  ROTATION,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount 

of  ACP 
: Assistance 
: ( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 
: Using 

: Practice 

: Number 

: of 

: Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 
: Per  Acre 

( Dollars ) 

Total 

117,761 

811 

10,682 

11 .02 

Benton 

1,223 

8 

47 

26.02 

Bolivar 

5,009 

36 

651 

7.69 

Calhoun 

8,609 

91 

631 

13-64 

Carroll 

189 

1 

10 

18.57 

Chickasaw 

4,062 

30 

259 

15.68 

Choctaw 

5 'A  59 

52 

34o 

16.06 

Coahoma 

3,976 

28 

504 

7.89 

Copiah 

803 

5 

46 

17.46 

DeSoto 

667 

5 

36 

18.53 

Forrest 

69 

1 

6 

11.50 

Greene 

153 

1 

10 

15.30 

Grenada 

3,685 

23 

226 

16.31 

Humphreys 

1,906 

10 

265 

7.19 

Issaquena 

6,394 

27 

1,108 

5.77 

Jefferson 

213 

1 

15 

14.20 

Kemper 

i+54 

1 

16 

28.37 

Leake 

3,285 

37 

199 

16.51 

Lee 

7,203 

50 

419 

17.19 

Leflore 

4,635 

26 

580 

7.99 

Lowndes 

1,600 

11 

90 

17.78 

Marshall 

506 

1 

20 

25.30 

Montgomery 

87 

1 

5 

17.40 

Noxubee 

2,84o 

11 

.171 

16 . 61 

Panola 

2,562 

14 

156 

16.42 

Prentiss 

1,576 

21 

118 

13.36 

Quitman 

3,959 

24 

324' 

12.22 

Sharkey 

3,229 

27 

471 

6 . 86 

Sunflower 

9,569 

66 

1,143 

8.37 

Tallahatchie 

4,070 

27 

381 

10.68 

Tate 

1,014 

9 

6l 

16.62 

Tishomingo 

1,941 

28 

125 

15.53 

Tunica 

5,194 

17 

417 

12.46 

Union 

136 

1 

7 

19.43 

Washington 

15,134 

53 

1,412 

10.72 

Webster 

5,801 

61 

372 

15.59 

Winston 

~W 

1 

~TT 

i47oo 

Yalobusha 

493 

5 

37 

13.32 

- • • • • • 
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PRACTICE  A -4,  INITIAL  TREATMENT  OF  CROPLAND  BY  THE  APPLICATION 
OF  LIMING  MATERIALS , BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount 

: of  ACP 

: Assistance 
: ( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 

: Using 

: Practice 

Number 

of 

Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 

: Per  Acre 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

808,732 

6,539 

143,360 

5.64 

Adams 

1,5  66 

28 

307 

5.10 

Alcorn 

9,015 

189 

2,183 

4.13 

Amite 

7,109 

92 

1,394 

5.10 

Attala 

4,731 

97 

1,530 

3.09 

Benton 

13,722 

100 

2,704 

5.07 

Bolivar 

37,442 

77 

4,167 

~~BT99“ 

Calhoun 

27,447 

366 

7,807 

3.52 

Carroll 

5,056 

55 

1,482 

3.41 

Chickasaw 

3,051 

61 

1,017 

3.00 

Choctaw 

5,009 

l4o 

1,405 

3.57 

Claiborne 

4,393 

30 

775 

~TW 

Clarke 

691 

12 

192 

3.60 

Clay 

2,099 

36 

760 

2.76 

Coahoma 

34,870 

36 

3,621 

9.63 

Copiah 

3,713 

62 

769 

4,83 

Covington 

5,776 

149 

1,571 

3 .68 

DeSoto 

38,364 

160 

4,785 

8.02 

Forrest 

4,595 

81 

1,242 

3^70 

Franklin 

3,914 

56 

751 

5.21 

George 

650 

8 

171 

3.80 

Greene 

27 

1 

7 

3.86 

Grenada 

6,071 

57 

1,629 

3.73 

Hancock 

1,158 

12 

249 

4,65 

Harrison 

792 

11 

203 

3.90 

Hinds 

14,857 

87 

3,341 

4.45 

Holmes 

21,533 

" 106 

4,143 

5.20 

Humphreys 

17,623 

35 

1,879 

9.3S 

Itawamba 

6,129 

77 

1,362 

4.50 

Jackson 

885 

20 

164 

5„4o 

Jasper 

1,317 

27 

462 

2,85 

Jefferson 

3,582 

28 

773 

k.63 

Jeff.  Davis 

8,l4o 

122 

1,628 

5.00 

Jones 

343 

4 

94 

3.65 

Kemper 

2,673 

22 

1,047 

2.55 

Lafayette 

13,069 

148 

2,566 

5.09 

Lamar 

3,716 

41 

1,014 

"1767“ 

Lauderdale 

405 

10 

ill 

3.65 

Lawrence 

3,077 

51 

601 

5.12 

Leake 

3,489 

69 

947 

3.68 

Lee 

2,758 

30 

649 

4,25 
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PRACTICE  A-4,  INITIAL  TREATMENT  OF  CROPLAND  BY  THE  APPLICATION 
OF  LIMING  MATERIALS , BY  COUNTIES,  1962- -Continued 


County 

: Amount 

: of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

Number  : 

of  Farms  : 
Using  : 

Practice  : 

Number 

of 

Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 

: Per  Acre 

: (Do. liars) 

Leflore 

44,635 

89 

5,958 

7*49 

Lincoln 

l,4l6 

27 

286 

4.95 

Lowndes 

2,730 

46 

862 

3.17 

Madison 

27,202 

214 

5,590 

4.87 

Marion 

17,558 

200 

3,443 

5.10 

Marshall 

25,708 

168 

3,657 

7.03 

Monroe 

8,977 

126 

2,296 

3-91 

Montgomery 

6,454 

77 

1,445 

4.47 

Ne  shoha 

277 

6 

78 

3»  55 

Newton 

2,666 

50 

1,006 

2.65 

Noxubee 

345 

8 

1ST" 

I087 

Oktibbeha 

5,230 

96 

1,833 

2.85 

Panola 

40,043 

250 

6,259 

6 . 40 

Pearl  River 

2,269 

23 

911 

2.49 

Perry 

936 

19 

191 

4.90 

Pike 

3,982 

49 

772 

5.16 

Pontotoc 

10,429 

150 

2,518 

4 0 14 

Prentiss 

8,424 

112 

1,816 

4„64 

Quitman 

21, 562 

90 

2,396 

9.00 

Rankin 

4,851 

72 

1,001 

4.85 

Scott 

3,502 

23 

892 

3.93 

Sharkey 

1,027 

1 

214 

4 .80 

Simpson 

4,901 

86 

1,312 

3.74 

Smith 

1,909 

30 

64 1 

2.98 

Stone 

822 

7 

208 

3.95 

Sunflower 

70,466 

162 

8,335 

8.45“ 

Tallahatchie 

36,050 

82 

4,134 

8.72 

Tate 

20,061 

129 

3,724 

5.39 

Tippah 

17,831 

355 

3,568 

5.00 

Tishomingo 

13,495 

259 

2,913 

4 0 63 

Tunica 

9,898 

2 

1,015 

9.75 

Union 

11,844 

133 

1,646 

7.20 

Walthall 

1,572 

29 

398 

3-95 

Warren 

4,970 

21 

1,002 

4.96 

Washington 

4,049 

5 

492 

8,23 

Wayne 

226 

~Z~ 

~W~ 

4.04 

Webster 

3,629 

129 

1,361 

2.67 

Wilkinson 

6,198 

84 

1,132 

5-48 

Winston 

530 

15 

191 

2-77 

Yalobusha 

14,796 

228 

3,254 

4.55 

20,403  87  2,868  7. 11 


Yazoo 


. . 
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PRACTICE  A-7,  INITIAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A STAND  OF  TREES , 

BY  COUNTIES.,  1962 


County 

: Amount 

of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 

: Using 

: Practice 

: Number 

: of 

: Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 
: Per  Acre 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

169 , 690 

2,868 

23,938 

7.09 

Adams 

1,213 

4 

142 

8.54 

Alcorn 

5,313 

167 

668 

7.95 

Amite 

337 

4 

4l 

8.22 

Attala 

3,960 

50 

457 

8.67 

Benton 

3,660 

55 

532 

6.88 

Calhoun 

' v;iair 

71 

818 

5.40 

Carroll 

11,0911 

148 

1,761 

6.30 

Chickasaw 

2,977 

36 

463 

6.43 

Choctaw 

1 ,644 

75 

237 

6.94 

Claiborne 

64  1 

9 

73 

8.78 

Clarke 

1,220 

23 

154 

7 = 92 

Clay 

3,133 

22 

356 

8.80 

Copiah 

513 

6 

58 

8.84 

Covington 

92 

2 

12 

6.67 

DeSoto 

1,002 

11 

167 

6.00 

Forrest 

339 

~TT 

46 

7^37 

Franklin 

2,079 

9 

260 

8.00 

George 

1,561 

35 

201 

7.77 

Greene 

1,075 

l4 

134 

8:02 

Grenada 

5,070 

49 

84l 

6.03 

Hancock 

218 

2 

28 

7-79 

Harrison 

1,021 

10 

124 

8.23 

Hinds 

643 

8 

73 

8.81 

Holmes 

5,610 

57 

857 

6.55 

Itawamba 

5,647  . 

125 

676 

8.35 

Jackson 

3,619 

4o 

506 

7.15 

Jasper 

678 

31 

90 

7 - 53 

Jefferson 

327 

5 

38 

8.60 

Jeff.  Davis 

390 

3 

50 

7.80 

Jones 

456 

7 

57 

8.00 

Kemper 

2,070 

21 

236 

8.77 

Lafayette 

7,518 

60 

1,240 

6.06 

Lamar 

1,294 

17 

174 

7.44 

Lauderdale 

2,326 

70 

286 

8.13 

Lawrence 

272 

6 

31 

8.77 

Leake 

1,^79 

20 

172 

8.60" 

Lee 

8,097 

209 

967 

8.37 

Lincoln 

566 

10 

70 

8.09 

Lowndes 

1,377 

23 

226 

6.09 

Madison 

2,870 

21 

353 

8.13 

• 

■I 
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PRACTICE  A-7,  INITIAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A STAND  OF  TREES , 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962  — Continued 


County 

: Amount 

: . of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ' ( Dollars ) 

: Number  : 

: of  Farms  : 
: Using  : 

s Practice  1 

Number 

of 

Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 
; Per  Acre 
: (Dollars) 

Marion 

18 

3 

3 

6,00 

Marshall 

5,724 

60 

928 

6. 17 

Monroe 

2,254 

53 

288 

7^83 

Montgomery 

2,504 

49 

4l6 

6,02 

Neshoba 

3,930 

132 

481 

80 17 

Newton 

951 

23 

~T46“ 

60  51 

Noxubee 

357 

5 

4o 

8,92 

Oktibbeha 

1,233 

21 

150 

8,22 

Panola 

3, 866 

38 

600 

6,44 

Pearl  River 

2,309 

29 

302 

7,64 

Perry 

1,056 

“TEST 

137 

7.71 

Pike 

257 

5 

32 

8,03 

Pontotoc 

4,651 

59 

728 

6, 39 

Prentiss 

5,491 

171 

691 

7,95 

Rankin 

837 

8 

95 

8,8.1 

Scott 

1,255 

19 

140 

KW 

Simpson 

764 

20 

93 

8,21 

Smith 

1,082 

12 

130 

8,32 

Stone 

219 

13 

29 

7,55 

Tallahatchie 

1,560 

l6 

277 

5,63 

Tate 

1,065 

l6 

179 

5,95 

Tippah 

6,535 

115 

862 

7,58 

Tishomingo 

4,743 

121 

580 

8,1.8 

Union 

5,208 

100 

810 

6,43 

Walthall 

48 

2 

6 

8,00 

Warren 

330 

7 

“T5~ 

7 *33 

Wayne 

1,205 

43 

157 

7,68 

Webster 

4,186 

92 

599 

6,99 

Winston 

1,275 

24 

151 

8,44 

Yalobusha 

5,679 

43 

1,006 

5,65 

1,283  10  162  7„92 


Yazoo 


' 
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PRACTICE  A -8,  INITIAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A STAND  OF  TREES, 

BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount  : 
: of  AGP  : 
: Assistance  : 
: ( Dollars ) : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

: Number 

: of 

: Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 
: Per  Acre 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

6 

1 

1 

6.00 

Tate 

6 

1 

1 

6.00 

■ 


• • 
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PRACTICE  B-l,  INITIAL  IMPROVEMENT  OF  AN  ESTABLISHED  PERMANENT  VEGETATIVE 
COVER  FOR  SOIL  OR  WATERSHED  PROTECTION, 

BY  COUNTIES  , 1962 


County 

Amount  : 

of  ACP  : 

Assistance  : 

( Dollars ) 2 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

; Number  s 
of  1 

: Acres  ; 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
( Dollars ) 

Total 

2,029,822 

17,039 

227,735 

9.13 

Adams 

20,112 

113 

.1,622 

1.2o40 

Alcorn 

10,925 

128 

941 

11 06.1 

Amite 

21,500 

239 

2,237 

9,61. 

Attala 

30,720 

279 

3,201 

9 060 

Benton 

5,996 

44 

688 

8*72 

Bolivar 

4,1+81 

15 

"689 

T3o“ 

Calhoun 

2.1,221. 

292 

3,327 

6*38 

Carroll 

30,574 

197 

3,067 

9-97 

Chickasaw 

46,790 

333 

4,721 

9*91 

Choctaw 

15,851 

203 

1,587 

9-99 

Claiborne 

27,201 

.198 

3,620 

7.51 

Clarke 

20,6l4 

171 

2,359 

8*74 

Cl.ay 

44,743 

446 

5,129 

8.72 

Coahoma 

2,098 

13 

.376 

5*58 

Copiah 

64,345 

894 

7,170 

8*97 

Covington 

23,626 

“T48~ 

2,825 

8*36 

DeSoto 

29,565 

.146 

2,834 

10.43 

Forrest 

1,849 

29 

259 

7.14 

Franklin 

31,440 

218 

3,18.1 

9*88 

George 

7,206 

ll4 

943 

7.64 

Greene 

11,337 

1.49 

i7562~ 

7*26 

Grenada 

23,105 

158 

2,836 

8*15 

Hancock 

3,314 

36 

447 

7*4.1 

Harrison 

7,958 

62 

887 

8*97 

Hinds 

75,492 

356 

9,056 

8*34 

Holmes 

49,362 

215 

4,724 

~io745~ 

Humphreys 

2,385 

17 

500 

4*77 

Issaquena 

2,408 

8 

455 

5.29 

Itawamba 

15,338 

1.4.1 

1,425 

10*76 

Jackson 

4,515 

53 

496 

9«io 

Jasper 

31,873 

~268~ 

3,573 

8.92 

Jefferson 

42,622 

228 

3,307 

12/89 

Jeff.  Davis 

21,596 

242 

2,678 

8.06 

Jones 

29,558 

378 

4,426 

6.68 

Kemper 

48,718 

194 

3,919 

12*43 

Lafayette 

23,659 

121 

“17965” 

“T27o4” 

Lamar 

11,932 

1.34 

1,084 

1.1*01 

Lauderdale 

30,840 

234 

.3,180 

9-70 

Lawrence 

25,875 

290 

2,821 

9*17 

Leake 

21,661 

243 

1,826 

11  * 86 
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PRACTICE  B-l,  INITIAL  IMPROVEMENT  OF  AN  ESTABLISHED  PERMANENT  VEGETATIVE 
COVER  FOR  SOIL  OR  WATERSHED  PROTECTION, 

BY  COUNTIES , 1962- -Continued 


0 

0 

County  t 

Amount 
of  ACP 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

2 Number 
i of  Farms 
s Using 
: Practice 

; Number  : 
% of  ; 

1 Acres  ; 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
( Dollars ) 

Lee 

Leflore 

Lincoln 

Lowndes 

Madison 

39,343 

254 

4,831 

8.,  14 

2,0l6 

53,337 

40,469 

61,638 

13 

64o 

198 

386 

365 

4,906 

4,298 

7,292 

5«  52 

10,87 

9*42 

8,45 

Marion 

12,475 

”154” 

1, 579 

7.90 

Marshall 

37,005 

147 

2,770 

13.36 

Monroe 

58,031 

334 

6,104 

9 • 51 

Montgomery 

30,030 

335 

3,760 

7.99 

Neshoba 

32,235 

387 

4,343 

7.42 

Newton 

23, wr 

309 

3,165 

7T2S 

Noxubee 

81,637 

272 

12,249 

6,66 

Oktibbeha 

37,327 

336 

4,232 

8.82 

Panola 

41,139 

237 

3,356 

12.26 

Pearl  River 

19,114 

1.43 

g,?26 

7.57 

Perry 

7^0?" 

“82“ 

“933 

Pike 

27,431 

314 

2,872 

9.55 

Pontotoc 

19,251 

142 

1,701 

11.32 

Prentiss 

19,290 

229 

1,954 

9.87 

Quitman 

1,667 

12 

338 

4.93 

Rankin 

48,055 

“375” 

5,257 

“TToT" 

Scott 

25,260 

586 

3,302 

7-65 

Sharkey 

4,917 

19 

965 

5.10 

Simpson 

19,055 

158 

1,803 

10.57 

Smith 

27,947 

419 

4,532 

6.17 

Stone 

6,216 

79 

731 

“8750“ 

Sunflower 

9,202 

55 

2,923 

3.15 

Tallahatchie 

4,255 

26 

478 

8.90 

Tate 

14,858 

90 

1,885 

7.88 

Tippah 

11,164 

160 

1,232 

9„06 

Tishomingo 

4,275 

105 

593 

7.21 

Tunica 

3,616 

14 

600 

6.03 

Union 

17,314 

137 

1,115 

15.53 

Walthall 

32,566 

344 

3,722 

8.75 

Warren 

15,350 

122 

2,391 

6.42 

Washington 

' 12,549  " 

~~W 

2734cP 

5.36“ 

Wayne 

16,525 

183 

1,967 

8.4o 

Webster 

24,949 

296 

2,531 

9.86 

Wilkinson 

42,463 

212 

3,195 

13.29 

Winston 

39,691 

427 

4,162 

9.54 

Yalobusha 

23,105 

“24l 

2,565“ 

9.01 

Yazoo 

38,199 

163 

4,093 

9.33 

r 

/ 

1 

/ 

. 
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PRACTICE  B-7,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  A POND  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER , 

BY  COUNTIES , 1962 


County 

: Amount 

of  AGP 
; Assistance 
: ( Dollars ) 

1 Number  : 
; of  Farms  : 
l Using  ; 

; Practice  : 

Number 

of 

Structures 

: Average 

t Assistance 
: Per  Structure 
: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

288,167 

2,260 

2,332 

124 

Adams 

1,663 

13 

14 

119 

Alcorn 

7,602 

52 

52 

146 

Amite 

3,902 

36 

36 

108 

Attala 

4,427 

36 

37 

120 

Benton 

1,601 

13 

14 

114 

Calhoun 

1,173 

20 

20 

59 

Carroll 

5,581 

30 

31 

180 

Chickasaw 

3,484 

22 

23 

151 

Choctaw 

3,401 

31 

33 

103 

Claiborne 

2,509 

22 

24 

105 

Clarke 

3,211 

26 

26 

123 

Clay 

3,396 

27 

29 

117 

Coahoma 

243 

1 

1 

243 

Copiah 

3,997 

45 

46 

87 

Covington 

1,097 

8 

8 

137 

DeSoto 

5,522 

37 

149 

Forrest 

2,518 

26 

26 

97 

Franklin 

2,147 

20 

20 

107 

George 

309 

3 

3 

103 

Greene 

342 

3 

3 

114 

Grenada 

“621“ 

6 

103 

Hancock 

123 

1 

1 

123 

Harrison 

560 

5 

5 

112 

Hinds 

10,417 

69 

74 

l4l 

Holmes 

4,722 

32 

34 

139 

Itawamba 

4,368 

27 

27 

162 

Jackson 

164 

1 

1 

164 

Jasper 

4,283 

45 

46 

93 

Jefferson 

3,076 

23 

26 

118 

Jeff.  Davis 

3,563 

31 

32 

111 

Jones 

10,84T“ 

108 

109 

99 

Kemper 

2,237 

21 

21 

107 

Lafayette 

7,704 

^7 

48 

160 

Lamar 

1,785 

20 

20 

89 

Lauderdale 

2,683 

14 

l4 

192 

Lawrence 

1,55^ 

~izr 

97 

Leake 

1,910 

22 

23 

87 

Lee 

8,770 

51 

55 

159 

Lincoln 

3,908 

38 

38 

103 

Lowndes 

M 32 

28 

28 

165 
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PRACTICE  B-7,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  A POND  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962— Continued 


County 

: Amount 

: of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 
: Using 

: Practice 

Number 

of 

Structures 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Structure 
( Dollars ) 

Madison 

9,995 

66 

69 

145 

Marion 

1,365 

18 

18 

76 

Marshall 

3,071 

23 

24 

128 

Monroe 

^,733 

28 

29 

163 

Montgomery 

1,966 

20 

20 

98 

Neshoha 

3,656 

“48“ 

52 

70 

Newton 

1,524 

12 

14 

109 

Noxubee 

4,657 

26 

28 

166 

Oktibbeha 

5,968 

38 

39 

153 

Panola 

9,384 

44 

48 

195  . . 

Pearl  River 

3,909 

30 

31 

126 

Perry 

2,050 

16 

16 

128 

Pike 

4,473 

42 

43 

104 

Pontotoc 

5,705 

40 

39 

146 

Prentiss 

6,282 

48 

50 

126 

Quitman 

733 

2 

3 

244 

Rankin 

4,499 

49 

49 

92 

Scott 

8,393 

67 

70 

120 

Sharkey 

427 

3 

3 

142 

Simpson 

10,123 

80 

87 

116 

Smith 

5,889 

52 

52 

113 

Stone 

2,386 

23 

23 

104 

Sunflower 

1,048 

6 

6 

175 

Tallahatchie 

1,826 

9 

9 

203 

Tate 

5,835 

39 

40 

146 

Tippah 

6,011 

68 

68 

88 

Tishomingo 

2,488 

19 

19 

131 

Union 

5,846 

42 

43 

136 

Walthall 

4,218 

52 

52 

81 

Warren 

1,9*6 

10 

10 

195 

Wayne 

2,131 

21 

22 

97 

Webster 

2,193 

23 

23 

95 

Wilkinson 

5,492 

39 

43 

128 

Winston 

3,906 

31 

31 

126 

Yalobusha 

3,601 

24 

24 

150 

4,387  27  28  157 


Yazoo 


[ , ' . 

: *V:\  -"■  ) 

' 


- 

■ 
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PRACTICE  B-9,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  PERMANENT  FENCES, 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

Amount  : 

of  ACP  : 

Assistance  : 
( Dollars ) : 

Number  : 

of  Farms 
Using  : 

Practice  : 

Number  : 

of  : 

Rods  : 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Rod 
(Dollars) 

Total 

3,638 

43 

4,704 

.77 

Attala 

56 

1 

90 

.62 

Carroll 

186 

4 

301 

.62 

Chickasaw 

20 

1 

33 

.61 

Clay 

740 

8 

975 

.76 

DeSoto 

20 

1 

32 

.62 

Issaquena 

l8l 

1 

173 

1.05 

Itawamba 

145 

2 

178 

.81 

Kemper 

150 

3 

224 

.67 

Lownde  s 

530 

4 

64l 

.83 

Monroe 

622 

5 

686 

•91 

Scott 

861 

12 

1,165 

.7^ 

Warren 

127 

1 

206 

.62 

... 


■ 


- 


- 


- 


s 

' . 
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PRACTICE  B-10,  INITIAL  IMPROVEMENT  OF  A STAND  OF  FOREST  TREES , 

BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


: Amount  : 

Number  : 

: Average 

of  ACP  : 

of  Farms  : 

Number 

: Assistance 

: Assistance  : 

Using  : 

of 

: Per  Acre 

County 

: ( Dollars ) ; 

Practice  : 

Acres 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

86,403 

865 

14,651 

5.90 

Alcorn 

751 

8 

125 

6.01 

Amite 

160 

1 

30 

5.33 

Attala 

1,090 

15 

182 

5-99 

Benton 

2,653 

34 

442 

6.00 

Calhoun 

3?  557 

53 

597 

5.96 

Carroll 

3,770 

52 

633“ 

Chickasaw 

2,720 

23 

453 

6.00 

Choctaw 

695 

8 

116 

6.03 

Clarke 

318 

2 

53 

6.00 

Clay 

1,676 

11 

279 

6.01 

Copiah 

307 

3 

62 

~T^T 

Covington 

72 

2 

14 

5.14 

DeSoto 

133 

3 

22 

6.05 

Forrest 

170 

3 

28 

6.07 

Greene 

188 

4 

32 

5.87 

Grenada 

3,681  ' 

32 

6i4 

6.00 

Harrison 

336 

3 

56 

6.00 

Holmes 

1,380 

11 

230 

6.00 

Itawamba 

4,172 

54 

732 

5.70 

Jackson 

80 

1 

18 

4.44 

Jasper 

1,517 

15 

255 

5.95 

Jefferson 

26l 

2 

45 

5.80 

Jeff.  Davis 

130 

2 

23 

5.65 

Kemper 

954 

11 

172 

5-55 

Lafayette 

7,551 

59 

1,254 

6.02 

Lauderdale 

1,037 

12 

175 

5.93 

Lawrence 

60 

1 

10 

6.00 

Leake 

252 

3 

42 

6.00 

Lee 

520 

5 

93 

5.59 

Lincoln 

205 

3 

46 

4.46 

Lowndes 

105 

2 

17 

6.18 

Madison 

47 

1 

8 

5.87 

Marion 

87 

1 

40 

2.17 

Marshall 

6,384 

28 

925 

6.90 

Monroe 

4l6 

7 

69 

6.03 

Montgomery 

778 

16 

130 

5.98 

Neshoba 

742 

7 

124 

5.98 

Newton 

661 

9 

122 

5.42 

Noxubee 

3,031 

6 

653 

4.64 

Oktibbeha 

1,301 

11 

238 

5.47 

' 


r . * 


■ . 

■ 
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PRACTICE  B -10,  INITIAL  IMPROVEMENT  OF  A STAND  OF  FOREST  TREES, 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962- -Continued 


County 

: Amount  : 

: of  ACP  : 

: Assistance 
: ( Dollars ) : 

Number  : 
of  Farms  : 
Using  : 

Practice  : 

Number 

of 

Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 
: Per  Acre 

: ( Dollars ) 

Panola 

3,633 

36 

605 

6.00 

Pontotoc 

2,058 

24 

344 

5.98 

Prentiss 

978 

14 

163 

6.00 

Rankin 

3,084 

17 

556 

5.55 

Scott 

342 

3 

57 

6.00 

Simpson 

1,057 

9 

“l82 

5.81 

Smith 

l,4ll 

12 

245 

5.76 

Tallahatchie 

930 

9 

155 

6.00 

Tate 

956 

12 

160 

5 »97 

Tippah 

2,294 

30 

380 

6.04 

Tishomingo 

1,239 

18 

206 

6.01 

Tunica 

71 

1 

20 

3.55 

Union 

3,072 

37 

511 

6.01 

Walthall 

344 

7 

68 

5.06 

Wayne 

1,524 

17 

255 

5.98 

Webster 

2,573 

38 

429  " 

6.00 

Winston 

930 

l4 

160 

5.81 

Yalobusha 

4,917 

36 

819 

6.05 

Yazoo 

1,042 

7 

177 

5.89 
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PRACTICE  C-l,  ESTABLISHING  PERMANENT  SOD  WATERWAYS, 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount  : 
: of  ACP  : 
: Assistance  2 
: ( Dollars ) : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

: Number 

: of 

: Units 

: (1000  Sq.Ft.) 

: Average 

: Assistance 

:Per  1000  Sq.Ft, 
: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

529 

13 

1,042 

,51 

Attala 

32 

1 

44 

• 73 

Benton 

48 

2 

109 

.44 

Covington 

64 

3 

26l 

.25 

Itawamba 

213 

1 

305 

.70 

Lowndes 

4o 

1 

87 

•.46 

Newton 

23 

1 

~W~ 

“28 

Pontotoc 

19 

1 

22 

.86 

Scott 

90 

3 

131 

.69 

•v  . i ; 


4i' 


... 


. 


‘U  ■' 


,V  ' , VDi  ( ; . •'  ■" 
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PRACTICE  C-2,  INITIAL  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  PERMANENT  -VEGETATION 
AS  PROTECTION  AGAINST  EROSION,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


: Amount 

Number 

Number 

: Average 

: of  ACP 

of  Farms 

of 

: Assistance 

: Assistance 

Using 

Units 

:Per  1000  Sq.Ft. 

County 

: ( Dollars ) 

Practice 

(1000  Sq.Ft.) 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

5 6k 

15 

1,633 

• 35 

Clay 

l8l 

1 

26l 

.69 

Covington 

50 

1 

218 

.23 

Jeff.  Davis 

118 

2 

174 

.68 

Madison 

kl 

2 

87 

.47 

Prentiss 

76 

7 

305 

.25 

Smith 

90 

1 

566 

.16 

Union 

8 

1 

22 

.36 

' , . ■ < . . '■  ■ # ' 
r :■  ; : "r:  -& 


•>';!.« J’;'  ' . 

vv  . ■; 

. 

::v.r:  ■■ 

• 

• 
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PRACTICE  C-4,  CONSTRUCTING  TERRACES , BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

Amount  : 

of  ACP  : 
Assistance  : 
( Dollars ) : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

Number 
of  Units 
(100  Lin. 
Ft.) 

: Average 

: Assistance 

: Per  100  Lin.  Ft. 
; ( Dollars ) 

Total 

4,661 

47 

2,  $37 

1.82 

Alcorn 

I89 

2 

103 

1.83 

Amite 

989 

13 

565 

1.75 

Benton 

672 

4 

384 

1.75 

Harrison 

187 

3 

107 

1.75 

Kemper 

112 

1 

64 

1.75 

Lamar 

132 

1 

~^3~ 

2.10 

Lawrence 

1,176 

12 

692 

1.70 

Marshall 

82 

2 

39 

2.10 

Neshoba 

371 

2 

127 

2.92 

Noxubee 

217 

1 

124 

1.75 

Pearl  River 

“53“ 

1 

“47“ 

1.77 

Pontotoc 

ill 

1 

53 

2.09 

Simpson 

70 

1 

4o 

1.75 

Tippah 

86 

1 

49 

1.76 

Wayne 

133 

1 

76 

1.75 

Winston 


51 


2.12 


1 


- ■ ■ • i ■ ' ’ 


if 

- 


■■  , 


' >.,:r ■ 


' .■  ' 
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PRACTICE  C-5,  CONSTRUCTING  DIVERSION  'TERRACES , 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount 

: of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

: Number  : 

: of  Farms  : 

: Using  : 

: Practice  : 

Number  : 
of  Units  : 
( Lin. Ft . ) : 

Average 

Assistance  Per 
Lin.  Ft. 

( Dollars ) 

Total 

12,585 

1*46 

211,041 

.06 

Alcorn 

380 

6 

6,900 

.06 

Attala 

9*4-8 

8 

17,537 

.05 

Benton 

142 

3 

2,590 

.05 

Carroll 

*412 

3 

7,500 

.05 

Chickasaw 

158 

4 

. 2,719 

.06 

Clay 

*431 

5 

8,500 

.05 

DeSoto 

53 

1 

1,100 

.05 

Franklin 

38 

1 

700 

.05 

Grenada 

236 

4 

4,300 

.05 

Holmes 

1,018 

5 

10,184 

.10 

Itawamba 

12 

1 

220 

.05 

Jefferson 

109 

2 

2,050 

.05 

Lafayette 

83 

2 

1,515 

.05 

Leake 

6l 

1 

1,700 

.04 

Lee 

902 

7 

11,324 

.08 

Madison 

" 85*4 

8 

15,530 

.05 

Marshall 

1,231 

17 

22,430 

• 05 

Monroe 

26 

1 

480 

.05 

Montgomery 

1,0*48 

16 

19,058 

.05 

Oktibbeha 

808 

7 

13,300 

.06 

Pontotoc 

294 

5 

4,740 

.06 

Prentiss 

1,135 

15 

20,522 

.05 

Simpson 

98 

1 

1,400 

.07 

Tate 

20 

1 

365 

.05 

Tippah 

317 

5 

5,771 

.05 

Union 

157 

2 

2,850 

.05 

Warren 

38 

1 

700 

• 05 

Webster 

135 

2 

2,900 

.05 

Wilkinson 

55 

1 

1,000 

.05 

Winston 

1*43 

1 

2,600 

.05 

Yalobusha 

~W~ 

1 

840 

.05 

Yazoo 

1,197 

9 

17,716 

• 07 
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PRACTICE  C-6,  CONSTRUCTION  OP  A POND  FOR  EROSION 
CONTROL,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount  : 
: of  ACP  : 
: Assistance  : 
: ( Dollars ) : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

: Number 

: of 

: Structures 

: Average 

: Assistance  per 
: Structure 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

11,879 

74 

95 

125 

Adams 

846 

5 

5 

169 

Benton 

1,646 

l4 

17 

97 

Carroll 

514 

2 

2 

257 

Franklin 

150 

1 

1 

150 

Jeff.  Davis 

389 

2 

2 

194 

Lafayette 

1,122 

5 

7 

' l6o 

Madison 

428 

3 

4 

107 

Marshall 

4,4l4 

30 

44 

100 

Montgomery 

29 

1 

1 

29 

Panola 

585 

3 

4 

146 

Pontotoc 

1,355 

~T~ 

4 

339 

Tate 

350 

3 

3 

117 

Yalobusha 

51 

1 

1 

51 

TABLE  19 

PRACTICE  C-7,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  PIPE  OUTLETS  TO  DISPOSE  OF  EXCESS 

WATER,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

Amount  : 
of  ACP  : 
Assistance : 
( Dollars ) : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

Number 

of 

Structures 

: Average 

: Assistance  per 
: Structure 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

7,038 

40 

79 

89 

Adams 

1,655 

6 

19 

87 

Alcorn 

225 

2 

2 

112 

Bolivar 

1,782 

8 

11 

162 

Claiborne 

99 

’ 1 

1 

99 

Coahoma 

152 

2 

2 

76 

Franklin 

~w~ 

1 

1 

~^5~ 

Humphreys 

138 

2 

2 

69 

Jefferson 

119 

1 

1 

119 

Lee 

42 

2 

1 

42 

Pontotoc 

78 

1 

1 

78 

Quitman 

l8l 

1 

1 

181 

Simpson 

350 

2 

4 

87 

Tallahatchie 

I89 

1 

1 

189 

Tate 

207 

1 

1 

207 

Warren 

197 

1 

1 

197  „ 

Washington 

648 

4 

9 

72 

Webster 

89 

1 

1 

89 

Yazoo 

822 

3 

20 

4l 

' 


...  . . . 


• ' 


■ 
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PRACTICE  C-8,  CHANNEL  CLEARANCE,  ENLARGEMENT,  OR  REALIGNMENT 

BY  COUNTIES , 1962 


County 

Amount 
of  ACP 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 

: Using 

: Practice 

Number 

of 

Projects 

: Average 

: Assistance 

: Per  Project 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

78,260 

147 

131 

597 

Alcorn 

316 

2 

2 

158 

Attala 

587 

3 

3 

196 

Bolivar 

28,382 

28 

23 

1,234 

Carroll 

1,526 

8 

8 

191 

Grenada 

622 

5 

11 

57 

Hinds 

480 

1 

1 

“TBo 

Holmes 

1,195 

5 

6 

199 

Issaquena 

2,724 

4 

4 

681 

Leake 

148 

3 

3 

49 

Lee 

2,711 

9 

10 

271 

Leflore 

8,596 

2 

2 

4,298 

Madison 

3,644 

11 

11 

331 

Oktibbeha 

156 

1 

1 

156 

Panola 

1,883 

8 

8 

235 

Pontotoc 

563 

5 

5 

113 

Prentiss 

106 

1 

1 

106 

Quitman 

3,719 

8 

2 

1,859 

Sharkey 

9^3 

1 

1 

9^3 

Sunflower 

7,407 

12 

5 

1,481 

Tippah 

80 

1 

1 

80 

Tunica 

6,048 

8 

V" 

1,512 

Union 

2,940 

10 

10 

294 

Washington 

1,523 

5 

3 

508 

Webster 

279 

2 

2 

139 

Yalobusha 

785 

2 

2 

392 

897 


Yazoo 


2 


2 
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PRACTICE  C-9A,  C-9B,  AND  C-9C,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  PERMANENT  DITCHES,  FLAT 
V-DITCHES,  AND  W -DITCHES,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount 

: of  ACP 

: Assistance 

: ( Dollars ) 

Number  : 
of  Farms  : 
Using  : 

Practice  : 

Number  : 
of  Acres  : 
Drained  : 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
Drained 
( Dollars ) 

Total 

377,381 

1,423 

160,298 

2.36 

Adams 

289 

1 

150 

1.93 

Alcorn 

3,885 

48 

689 

5 . 64 

Attala 

4,255 

29 

13,657 

• 31 

Benton 

308 

5 

145 

2.12 

Bolivar 

32,348 

65 

13,270 

2.44 

Calhoun 

175T 

~W~~ 

1,491 

4'.  99 

Carroll 

1,927 

8 

2,912 

.66 

Chickasaw 

6,725 

39 

5,724 

1.17 

Choctaw 

2,073 

9 

327 

6.34 

Clarke 

5^1 

6 

525 

1.03 

Clay 

4,937 

22 

1,012 

4.88 

Coahoma 

11,951 

30 

5,215 

2.29 

Copiah 

30 

1 

8 

3-75 

DeSoto 

4,192 

19 

4,565 

.92 

Franklin 

52 

1 

15 

3.47 

Grenada 

3,198 

12 

717 

4.46 

Hinds 

1,497 

7 

220 

6.80 

Holmes 

5,000 

21 

1,174 

4.26 

Humphreys 

29,195 

42 

7,683 

3.80 

Issaquena 

5,716 

11 

2,082 

2.75 

Itawamba 

1,550 

13 

689 

2.25 

Jasper 

292 

6 

94 

3.H 

Jefferson 

61 

1 

25 

2.44 

Jeff.  Davis 

252 

2 

240 

I.05 

Kemper 

987 

12 

277 

3.56 

Lafayette 

3,941 

22 

3,487 

1.13 

Lauderdale 

838 

10 

224 

3.74 

Leake 

90 

2 

12 

7 • 50 

Lee 

12,641 

69 

4,725 

2.68 

Leflore 

22,891 

33 

12,350 

I.85 

Lowndes 

3,607 

17 

630 

5-73 

Madison 

5,597 

43 

1,845 

3-03 

Marion 

28 

1 

20 

i.4o 

Marshall 

2,016 

18 

1,211 

1.66 

Monroe 

737 

6 

320 

2.30 

• • • 


........  ... 


........  ■ 
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PRACTICE  C-9A,  C-9B,  AND  C-9C,  CONSTRUCTION  OF  PERMANENT  DITCHES , FLAT 
V-DITCHES,  AND  W -DITCHES,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

Continued 


County  : 

Amount 
of  ACP 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 

: Using 

: Practice 

: Number  : 

: of  Acres  : 

: Drained  : 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
Drained 
( Dollars ) 

Montgomery 

3,928 

32 

828 

4.74 

Neshoba 

1,044 

13 

97 

IO.76 

Newton 

776 

7 

210 

3-70 

Noxubee 

671 

6 

57 

11.77 

Oktibbeha 

8,180 

63 

2,568 

3.19 

Panola 

4,958 

""18“ 

3,205 

1.55 

Pontotoc 

6,574 

28 

1,556 

4.22 

Prentiss 

5,640 

49 

1,885 

2.99 

Quitman 

17,861 

78 

5,205 

3.43 

Rankin 

1,299 

9 

270 

4.81 

Scott 

805 

10 

122 

6.60 

Sharkey 

3,055 

10 

1,154 

2.65 

Simpson 

386 

7 

61 

6.33 

Smith 

2,l46 

18 

286 

7.50 

Sunflower 

15,496 

43 

7,155 

2.17 

Tallahatchie 

27,813 

72 

5,505 

5.05 

Tate 

918 

2 

85 

10.80 

Tippah 

1,762 

20 

547 

3.22 

Tishomingo 

3,556 

4l 

693 

5.13 

Tunica 

23,694 

4i 

11,378 

2.08 

Union 

8,119 

36 

2,121 

3.83 

Washington 

26,603 

54 

9,045 

2.94 

Wayne 

204 

2 

20 

10.20 

Webster 

2,211 

18 

2,848 

.78 

Winston 

1,504 

8 

650 

2.31 

Yalobusha 

6,699 

21 

"860 

7-79 

Yazoo 

20,385 

42 

14,157 

1.44 

. 

N 

■ 
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PRACTICE  D-l,  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER  IN  THE  FALL  OF 
1962  FOR  WINTER  PROTECTION  FROM  EROSION,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Amount  : 

: of  ACP  : 

: Assistance  : 
: (Dollars)  : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

: Number  : 

: of  : 

: Acres  : 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
( Dollars ) 

Total 

1,088,9^0 

14,823 

248,141 

4-.  39 

Adams 

7,551 

40 

1,337 

5 = 65 

Alcorn 

13,450 

366 

4,l6l 

3-23 

Amite 

21,531 

264 

3,677 

5-86 

Attala 

15,929 

289 

3,332 

4.78 

Benton 

6,951 

119 

2,017 

3^5 

Bolivar 

22^mr 

127 

8,502 

2.59 

Calhoun 

7,511 

206 

2,697 

2.78 

Carroll 

15,446 

145 

2,960 

5.22 

Chickasaw 

8,310 

135 

1,800 

4.62 

Choctaw 

12,085 

209 

2,280 

5-30 

Claiborne 

21,532 

i64 

4.96~ 

Clarke 

18,223 

278 

2,900 

6.28 

Clay 

3,354 

65 

808 

4.15 

Coahoma 

26,241 

73 

8,235 

3-19 

Copiah 

9,375 

161 

1,968 

4.76 

Covington 

!7W~ 

80 

798 

nr 

DeSoto 

17,057 

136 

4,380 

3-89 

Forrest 

6,745 

131 

1,706 

3-95 

Franklin 

6,474 

105 

1,207 

5-3  6 

George 

8,536 

148 

1,662 

5.14 

Greene 

3,153 

59 

565 

535“ 

Grenada 

5,698 

64 

1,331 

4.28 

Hancock 

5,850 

86 

1,066 

5.4-9 

Harrison 

5,152 

84 

923 

5-58 

Hinds 

35,470 

262 

6,494 

5-46 

Holmes 

16, 164 

110 

4,855 

3-33 

Humphreys 

5,722 

63 

1,882 

3.04 

Issaquena 

2,175 

17 

533 

4.08 

Itawamba 

8,053 

226 

2,208 

3-65 

Jackson 

3,693 

60 

740 

4-99 

Jasper 

16,97“ 

“224 

~2^Ek~ 

“6732 

Jefferson 

9,766 

97 

1,683 

5.80 

Jeff.  Davis 

9,815 

198 

2,310 

4.25 

Jones 

16,587 

301 

2,996 

5-54 

Kemper 

7,422 

124 

1,203  . 

6.17 

Lafayette 

5,071 

110 

1,514 

3-35 

Lamar 

6,113 

98 

996 

6.l4 

Lauderdale 

13,004 

233 

1,979 

6-57 

Lawrence 

3,662 

112 

1,151 

3.18 

Leake 

28,322 

510 

4,582 

6.18 

■ : 


■ 
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PRACTICE  D-.1*  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER  IN  THE  FALL  OF  I962 
FOR  WINTER  PROTECTION  FROM  EROSION*  BY  COUNTIES*  1962— Continued 


County  : 

Amount  : 

of  ACP  : 

Assistance  1 
{ Dollars ) 2 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

: Number  : 

2 of  : 

s Acres 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
( Dollars ) 

Lee 

10.,  357 

147 

2,086 

4,96 

Leflore 

11*942 

66 

4*528 

2,64 

Lincoln. 

1*386 

35 

364 

3.81 

Lown.de  s 

25 , 111 

311 

5*490 

4,57 

Madison 

18*190 

225 

4*172 

4 a 36 

Marion 

14*23 6 

230 

2*551 

“575H" 

Marshall 

13,532 

97 

2,847 

4,75 

Monroe 

1+1,531 

472 

8*530 

4,87 

Montgomery 

4*119 

93 

1*085 

3,80 

Ne shota 

29 , 049 

538 

5,302 

5« Eg 

Newt,  on 

42,0.57  ' 

579 

6*912 

60  08 

Noxubee 

14*089 

106 

2*396 

5-  88 

Oktibbeha 

10*579 

130 

2*209 

4,79 

Panola 

16*985 

194 

5*624 

3,02 

Pearl  River 

29,1^1 

452 

7,322 

3-98 

Perry 

10*477 

"ll+5~ 

1*730 

”6766" 

Pike 

19*953 

243 

2*85.1 

7„oo 

Pontotoc 

16 , 690 

271 

3,333 

5.01 

Prentiss 

14*980 

275 

2*7-43 

su46 

Quitman 

1.6,278 

110 

5,739 

2 „ 84 

Rankin 

21*921 

“236” 

“37842” 

5.71 

Scott 

17,730 

357 

4*513 

3-93 

Sharkey 

3,063 

20 

1*109 

2,76 

Simpson 

19,56.1 

315 

4,143 

4,72 

Smith 

8,852 

.164 

1*856 

4.77 

Stone 

3,138 

52 

784 

4,00 

Sunflower 

26  * 586 

21,2 

9,690 

2,74 

Tallahatchie 

13,879 

93 

4*538 

3,06 

Tate 

15,263 

.1.66 

3,937 

3.88 

Tippah 

12,760 

355 

3*878 

3-29 

Tishomingo 

10  ,644” 

346”” 

2*870 

3-71 

Tunica 

6,307 

.33 

2*054 

3-07 

Union 

9,44.1 

186 

2,068 

4,57 

Walthall 

3,377 

78 

1*001 

3-37 

Warren 

13,855 

72 

2*520 

5-50 

Washington 

16 , 4o6 

58 

“147546” 

3-6i 

Wayne 

5,9.34 

169 

.1,442 

4,12 

Webster 

5,929 

152 

.1*684 

.3-52 

Wilkinson 

2,032 

38 

454 

4,48 

Winston 

20*335 

.337 

3,612 

5-6.3 

Yalobusha 

”107613“ 

209 

2*962" 

.3-58 

Yazoo 

20*577 

177 

4*357 

4,72 
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PRACTICE  D-2,  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  ACREAGES  OF  VEGETATIVE 
COVER  FOR  SUMMER  PROTECTION  FROM  EROSION,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

Amount 
of  ACP 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

: Number  : 

: of  Farms  : 

: Using  : 

: Practice  : 

Number 

of 

Acres 

: Average 

: Assistance 
: Per  Acre 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

70,9^3 

1,298 

15,742 

4.51 

Alcorn 

2,128 

69 

450 

4.73 

Attala 

1,366 

24 

292 

4.68 

Benton 

834 

14 

149 

5.60 

Bolivar 

1,083 

31 

369 

2.93 

Calhoun 

672 

12 

139 

4.83 

Carroll 

133 

3 

29 

4.59 

Chickasaw 

92 

5 

23 

4.00 

Choctaw 

1,399 

35 

267 

5.24 

Clarke 

240 

8 

42 

5.71 

Clay 

237 

4 

47 

5.04 

Coahoma 

728 

13 

200 

3-64 

DeSoto 

5,557 

62 

1,043 

5.33 

Franklin 

643 

10 

119 

5.40 

George 

735 

21 

145 

5.07 

Greene 

151 

3 

33 

4.58 

Grenada 

184 

“6“ 

41 

4.49 

Hancock 

73 

2 

22 

3.32 

Harrison 

494 

7 

111 

4.45 

Hinds 

168 

3 

40 

4.20 

Holmes 

23 

1 

6 

3.83 

Humphreys 

602 

16 

171 

3.52 

Issaquena- 

2,623 

10 

1,220 

2.15 

Itawamba 

l,68l 

61 

323 

5.20 

Jackson 

150 

10 

49 

3-06 

Jasper 

622 

l4 

103 

6.04 

Jefferson 

61 

2 

12 

5.08 

Kemper 

3^6 

6 

70 

4.94 

Lafayette 

595 

11 

115 

5.17 

Lamar 

58 

1 

14 

4.14 

Lauderdale 

1,950 

20 

318 

6.13 

Lawrence 

90 

2 

18 

5.00 

Leake 

1,240 

44 

237 

5.23 

Lee 

2,877 

32 

572 

5.03 

Leflore 

367 

4 

100 

3.67 

Lowndes 

1,315 

31 

275 

4.78 

Madison 

T,  846 

l4~ 

428 

4.31 

Marion 

528 

8 

102 

5.18 

Marshall 

2,363 

28 

460 

5.14 

Monroe 

2,544 

47 

455 

5-59 

Montgomery 

46l 

3 

90 

5.12 
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PRACTICE  D-2,  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  ADDITIONAL  ACREAGES  OF  VEGETATIVE  COVER 
FOR  SUMMER  PROTECTION  FROM  EROSION,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962- -Continued 


County  : 

Amount  : 

of  ACP  : 

Assistance  : 
( Dollars ) : 

Number 
of  Farms 
Using 
Practice 

Number 

of 

Acres 

Average 
Assistance 
Per  Acre 
( Dollars ) 

Ne  shota 

1,706 

38 

3I6 

^•93 

Newton 

1,681 

50 

311 

5.H 

Noxubee 

3,H8 

16 

702 

1.87 

Oktibbeha 

1,481 

27 

loo 

3.71 

Panola 

118 

1 

lo 

3.70 

Perry 

211 

10 

13 

5.67 

Pike 

72I 

17 

117 

6.19 

Pontotoc 

2,3^3 

lo 

161 

5.05 

Prentiss 

1,038 

30 

208 

1.99 

Quitman 

37^ 

6 

112 

3-3^ 

Rankin 

121 

10 

98 

W30 

Scott 

812 

27 

239 

3.52 

Sharkey 

209 

5 

61 

3.27 

Smith 

51 

2 

11 

1.61 

Stone 

307 

7 

81 

3.65 

Sunflower 

2,816 

38 

802 

3.51 

Tallahatchie 

392 

3 

70 

5.60 

Tate 

902 

7 

196 

1.60 

Tippah 

56! 

27 

116 

3-86 

Tishomingo 

758 

29 

119 

5.09 

Tunica 

1,366 

15 

387 

3-53 

Union 

972 

23 

179 

5-^3 

Warren 

15 

1 

ll 

3.21 

Washington 

2,813 

16 

800 

3.52 

Webster 

175 

7 

ll 

I.27 

Winston 

l,!^' 

93 

877 

I.7I 

Yalobusha 

1,109 

19 

253 

5.57 

Yazoo 

325 

1 

90 

3.61 
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SPECIAL  PRACTICE  F-l(3).  SHAPING  OR  GRADING  LAND  TO  PERMIT 
EFFECTIVE  SURFACE  DRAINAGE,  1962  (C-ll) 


County  : 

Amount 
of  ACP 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

: Number 

: of  Farms 
: Using 

: Practice 

: Estimated 

: Acres 

: Adequately 
: Drained 

: Average 

: Assistance 

: Per  Acre 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

84,312 

82 

2,658 

31.72 

Bolivar 

21,898 

19 

655 

33.43 

Coahoma 

14,469 

13 

492 

29.41 

Holmes 

2,003 

2 

97 

20.65 

Issaquena 

3,617 

6 

120 

30.14 

Leflore 

1,020 

1 

29 

35.17 

Panola 

782 

2 

24 

32.58 

Sharkey 

16,521 

15 

433 

38.15 

Sunflower 

3,506 

3 

131 

26.76 

Tunica 

7,053 

B 

y 

199 

35.44 

Washington 

13,443 

16 

478 

28.12 

TABLE  25 

SPECIAL  PRACTICE  F-l(4).  CONSTRUCTION  OF  WELLS  FOR  LIVESTOCK  WATER 
AS  A MEANS  OF  PROTECTING  VEGETATIVE  COVER,  1962  (B-5) 


County 

Amount 
of  ACP 
Assistance 
( Dollars ) 

: Number  : 

: of  Farms  : 

: Using  : 

: Practice  : 

Number 

of 

Wells 

: Average 

: Assistance 

: Per  Well 

: ( Dollars ) 

Total 

5,681 

34 

34 

I67.OO 

Adams 

340 

1 

1 

340.00 

Claiborne 

984 

7 

7 

141.00 

Jackson 

571 

3 

3 

190.00 

Jefferson 

1,915 

11 

11 

174.00 

Warren 

1,446 

10 

10 

145.00 

Yazoo 

425 

2 

2 

212.00 

' 
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PRODUCTION  ADJUSTMENT  PROGRAMS 


Acreage  Allotments  and  Marketing  Quotas 

The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938>  as  Amended,  is  being  continued 
for  the  purpose  of  conserving  natural  resources,  preventing  the  -wasteful 
use  of  soil  fertility,  and  of  preserving,  maintaining,  and  rebuilding 
farmland  resources.  To  accomplish  these  purposes  the  Act  provides  for 
assistance  in  the  marketing  of  agricultural  commodities  for  domestic  con- 
sumption and  for  export  and  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
in  the  commodities  to  the  extent  necessary  to  provide  an  orderly,  adequate 
and  balanced  flow  of  such  commodities  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
through  storage  of  reserve  supplies,  loans,  and  MARKETING  QUOTAS. 

The  quantity  of  the  commodities  needed  is  usually  referred  to  as  the 
National  marketing  quota  which  is  converted  into  acres  by  dividing  the 
normal  yield  of  the  commodity  into  the  National  marketing  quota. 

Marketing  quotas  come  into  operation  whenever  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
proclaims  marketing  quotas  and  two-thirds  of  the  eligible  producers  voting 
in  a referendum  favor  quotas;  therefore,  marketing  quotas  become  operative 
at  the  discretion  of  interested  producers. 

Under  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas,  producers  that  exceed  the 
allotment  (except  under  certain  special  provisions)  incur  a marketing 
penalty.  In  the  case  of  cotton,  rice,  and  wheat,  the  penalties  are  paid 
before  a marketing  card  is  issued.  For  peanuts  a marketing  card  is  issued 
that  will  allow  the  producer  to  pay  the  penalty  at  the  time  of  marketing 
the  commodity  and  a deduction  is  made  from  the  proceeds  of  the  sale.  The 
marketing  card  is  used  by  buyers,  warehousemen,  and  other  trade  interests 
as  a means  of  identifying  the  commodity  as  free  or  not  free  of  penalty. 

In  1962  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  were  in  effect  in  Mis- 
sippi  on  cotton,  rice,  peanuts,  and  wheat.  The  farmers  of  Mississippi 
overwhelmingly  approved  the  proclamation  of  marketing  quotas  for  these 
commodities  in  respective  ref erendums . The  following  tables  will  show 
information  by  counties  regarding  the  allotment  programs  for  cotton,  rice, 
peanuts,  and  wheat. 

Wheat  Stabilization  Program 

Public  Law  87-128,  cited  as  the  "Agricultural  Act  of  1961"  provided  for 
a new  program  for  wheat  for  1962,  to  be  available  only  if  marketing  quotas 
for  the  1962  crop  of  wheat  were  approved.  Marketing  quotas  were  approved; 
therefore,  the  wheat  stabilization  program  was  effective  for  the  1962  crop 

The  program  was  a voluntary  program  which  was  intended  to  increase  farm 
income,  to  stop  the  build-up  of  unneeded  wheat  supplies,  to  stabilize 
wheat  production  and  marketing,  and  to  reduce  program  cost.  In  brief,  the 
program  provided  payments  to  wheat  producers  who  diverted  a part  of  their 
wheat  acreage  to  conservation  uses.  Table  36  is  a summary  by  counties  of 
the  program  for  1962. 
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COTTON  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENT  DATA,  BY  COUNTIES , 1962 


County 

Adjustments  from  State 
National  Reserve  for 

and 

Computed 

County 

Acreage 

Allotment 

Small 

Farm 

Minimum 

Trends 

Inequities 
& Hardship 
Cases 

l/  : 

Corrections, 
Lates,  and 
Reconsti- 
tutions l/ 

Total 

County 

Acreage 

Allotment 

Total 

1,538,481 

10,577 

166,100 

4,270.6 

567.3 

1,719,995-9 

Adams 

2,755 

22 

11.0 

2,788.0 

Alcorn 

13,569 

186 

715 

134.0 

14,604.0 

Amite 

9,289 

193 

9,482.0 

Attala 

13,121 

178 

1,383 

2.0 

14,684.0 

Benton 

11,132 

87 

1,760 

12,979.0 

Bolivar 

111,709 

55 

17,665 

129,429.0 

Calhoun 

16,088 

158 

848 

267.0 

17,361.0 

Carroll 

14,706 

126 

775 

327.0 

15,934.0 

Chickasaw 

13,711 

97 

1,446 

15,254.0 

Choctaw 

4,342 

144 

4,486.0 

Claiborne 

4,975 

50 

46.6 

15.0 

5,086.6 

Clarke 

5,042 

210 

5,252.0 

Clay 

7,729 

62 

323.0 

8,114.0 

Coahoma 

83,212 

24 

13,159 

96,395.0 

Copiah 

8,825 

195 

43.0 

9,063.0 

Covington 

9,842 

173 

57.2 

10,072.2 

DeSoto 

30,745 

116 

4,862 

35,723.0 

Forrest 

1,324 

60 

1,384.0 

Franklin 

1,859 

60 

1,919.0 

George 

1,254 

74 

1,328.0 

Greene 

1,244 

97 

2.2 

1,353.2 

Grenada 

11,327 

64 

1,194 

12,585.0 

Hancock 

37 

2 

39.0 

Harrison 

15 

3 

18.0 

Hinds 

26,414 

161 

244.4 

44.0 

26,863. 4 

Holmes 

32,234- 

139 

5,097 

37,570.0“ 

Humphreys 

44,564 

34 

7,047 

51,645.0 

Issaquena 

9,669 

8 

1,529 

11,206.0 

Itawamba 

11,087 

161 

11,248.0 

Jackson 

62 

5 

67.O 

Jasper 

-77591“ 

232 

7,723.0 

Jefferson 

5,214 

76 

18.0 

5,308.0 

Jeff.  Davis 

15,457 

198 

340.1 

57.0 

16,052.1 

Jones 

8,844 

285 

9,129.0 

Kemper 

10,547 

124 

41.0 

10,712.0 

Lafayette 

"16,558 

163 

"BIT 

' 409.0 

"l8,00350 

Lamar 

3,890 

154 

64.2 

28.0 

4,136.2 

Lauderdale 

6,195 

186 

6,381.0 

Lawrence 

8,036 

121 

8,157.0 

Leake 

16,967 

277 

686.0 

76.0 

18,006.0 

1/  State  reserve  only 
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COTTON  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENT  DATA,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962-- 

Continued 


Adjustments  from  State  and 
National  Reserve  for 


County 

Computed  : : 

County  : Small  : 
Acreage  : Farm  : 
Allotment : Minimum: 

* 

Trends  : 

Inequities : Corrections , 
8s  Hardship: Lates , and 
Cases  :Reconsti- 

l/  : tutions  1 / 

Total 

County 

Acreage 

Allotment 

Lee 

Leflore 

Lincoln 

Lowndes 

Madison 

26, bob 
68,224 
5,916 
15,702 
31,742 

175 

24 

255 

136 

163 

1,392 

10,790 

1,655 

3,347 

250.0 

28,221.0 

79.038.0 
6,171.0 

17.493.0 

35.252.0 

Marion 

10,193 

230 

10,423.0 

Marshall 

32,526 

163 

5,143 

37,832.0 

Monroe 

28,463 

252 

3,001 

31,716.0 

Montgomery 

7,898 

84 

127.0 

76.O 

8,109.0 

Neshoba 

15,045 

322 

123.1 

15,566.1 

Newton 

9,172 

257 

9,429.0 

Noxubee 

15,589 

67 

1,643 

17,299.0 

Oktibbeha 

4,602 

91 

62.4 

23.0 

4,778.4 

Panola 

37,434 

146 

5,920 

43,500.0 

Pearl  River 

386 

32 

18.8 

436.8 

Perry 

1,992 

107 

13-0 

2,112.0 

Pike 

6,155 

210 

6,365.0 

Pontotoc 

19,396 

267 

1,022 

315.0 

69.3 

21,069.3 

Prentiss 

16,727 

210 

882 

145.0 

2.2 

17,966.2 

Quitman 

55,802 

35 

8,824 

64,661,0 

Rankin 

9,651 

156 

“97807.0 " 

Scott 

ll,06l 

178 

11,239-0 

Sharkey 

25,553 

18 

4,041 

29,612.0 

Simpson 

13,005 

203 

13,208.0 

Smith 

10,378 

210 

10,588.0 

Stone 

175 

20 

195.0 

Sunflower 

113,261 

17 

17,910 

131,188.0 

Tallahatchie 

54,993 

81 

8,696 

63,770.0 

Tate 

22,435 

97 

3,548 

26,080.0 

Tippah 

15,775 

216 

832 

95.0 

16,918.0 

Tishomingo 

9,51^ 

196 

9,712.0 

Tunica 

45,110 

13 

7,133 

52,256.0 

Union 

17,365 

210 

915 

178.0 

18,668.0 

Walthall 

12,796 

196 

12,992.0 

Warren 

6,121 

37 

645 

6,803.0 

Washington 

Wayne 

Webster 

Wilkinson 

Winston 

77,859 

6,590 

8,230 

4,211 

12,748 

57 

151 

119 

54 

216 

12,312 

104.0 

0.4 

90,228/4 

6.741.0 

8.453.0 

4.265.0 
12,964.0 

Yalobusha 

Yazoo 

11,263 

39,938 

89 

55 

” 1/781“ 
6,315 

13.133.0 

46.308.0 

l/  State  reserve  only 
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AVAILABLE  ACREAGE  FOR  PLANTING  AND  PLANTED  ACREAGE  DATA, 

BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County  : 

Available  : 

for  : 

Planting  l/  : 

Net  Planted 
Within 
Available 
Acreage 

Percent  of 
Available 
Acreage 
Planted 

Total 

1,695,997-4 

1,596,975.7 

94.2 

Adams 

1,617.2 

1,209.4 

74.8 

Alcorn 

15,156.6 

14,462.2 

95.4 

Amite 

5,709.7 

3,499.2 

61.3 

Attala 

15,220.7 

13,475.4 

88.5 

Benton 

13,604.0 

12,942.4 

95.1 

Bolivar 

135,350.7 

133, ^25. 8 

987F" 

Calhoun 

18,677.2 

18,100.9 

96.9 

Carroll 

17,303.2 

16,553.8 

95.7 

Chickasaw 

15,673.0 

14,978.0 

95 .6 

Choctaw 

3,234.5 

2,329.7 

72.0 

Claiborne 

3,72^. 2 

" 3,o'44.4 

81.7 

Clarke 

2,968.1 

1,583.3 

53-3 

Clay 

8,168.0 

7,866.6 

96.3 

Coahoma 

102,362.0 

100,466.3 

98.1 

Copiah 

5,712.9 

4,408.1 

77.2 

Covington 

7,151.4 

5,647-7 

79-0 

DeSoto 

37,325.0 

36,005.2 

96.5 

Forrest 

900.4 

599.0 

66. 5 

Franklin 

620.1 

255.7 

41.2 

George 

478.5 

266.3 

55-7 

Greene 

1,107.7 

778.7 

70.3 

Grenada 

13,306.1 

12,730.4 

95.7 

Hancock 

12.9 

1.4 

10.8 

Harrison 

4.6 

0 

0 

Hinds 

23,247.6 

19,399.8 

83.4 

Holmes 

39,734.9 

'“'87502.9 

96.9 

Humphreys 

54,964.0 

54,482.5 

99.1 

Issaquena 

11,784.1 

11,485.9 

97.5 

Itawamba 

11,229.8 

9,734.3 

86.7 

Jackson 

19.5 

14.3 

73-3 

Jasper 

5,072.0 

3,113.2 

61.4 

Jefferson 

2,929.5 

1,934.0 

66.0 

Jefferson  Davis 

13,989.8 

11,993.8 

85.7 

Jones 

5,766.4 

3,283.0 

56.9 

Kemper 

9,450.7 

7,547.2 

79.9 

Lafayette 

18,988.5 

17,743.2 

93.^ 

Lamar 

2,295.2 

1,599.5 

69.7 

Lauderdale 

4,194.8 

2,137.5 

51.0 

Lawrence 

4,965.2 

3,512.2 

70.7 

Leake 

14,902.0 

12,983.1 

87.1 

l/  Excludes  allotments  on  whole  CR  farms . 
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AVAILABLE  ACREAGE  FOR  PLANTING  AND  PLANTED  ACREAGE  DATA, 
BY  COUNTIES, "I962  --  Continued 


Net  Planted  : 

Percent  of 

: Available  : 

Within  : 

Available 

: for  : 

Available  : 

Acreage 

County 

Planting  l/  : 

Acreage  : 

Planted 

Lee 

29,705.8 

27,888.9 

93-9 

Leflore 

83,851.2 

82,628.9 

98.5 

Lincoln 

2,588.8 

1,506.9 

58.2 

Lowndes 

17,576.0 

16,053.3 

91.3 

Madison 

32,774.9 

28,641.2 

87.4 

Marion 

9,449.3 

7,436.2 

78.7 

Marshall 

39,262.5 

37,825.5 

96.3 

Monroe 

32,466.0 

30,835.2 

95.0 

Montgomery 

8,701.3 

7,960.3 

91.5 

Neshoba 

9,296.1 

7,539-7 

81.1 

Newton 

4,492.0 

2,237.6 

'49.8  ' 

Noxubee 

16,219.6 

14,975-3 

92.3 

Oktibbeha 

3,972.2 

3,088.7 

77-8 

Panola 

46,084.1 

44,932.1 

97-5 

Pearl  River 

138.2 

64.0 

46.3 

Perry 

1,407.3 

1,045.2 

74.3 

Pike 

3,715.6 

2,141.1 

57 .6 

Pontotoc 

21,495.3 

20,386.3 

94.8 

Prentiss 

19,085.3 

18,154.1 

95-1 

Quitman 

69,065.2 

68,636. 4 

99-4 

Rankin 

7,390.3 

5,808.5 

78.6 

Scott 

8,145.0 

6,588.0 

80.9 

Sharkey 

31,730.9 

31,294.4 

98.6 

Simpson 

7,954.6 

5,483.1 

68.9 

Smith 

5,912.6 

4,504.8 

80.9 

Stone 

55.8 

' 37.4 

67.0 

Sunflower 

137,710.1 

134,917.4 

98.0 

Tallahatchie 

67,386.8 

66,125.5 

98.1 

Tate 

27,622.5 

27,323.3 

98.9 

Tippah 

17,479.7 

15,835.6 

90.6 

Tishomingo 

10,085.9 

9,430.3 

93-5 

Tunica 

55,320.1 

54,979.2 

99-4 

Union 

19,017.0 

18,430.9 

96.9 

Walthall 

9,824.7 

7,407.9 

75.4 

Warren 

6,788.0 

6,042.3 

89.0 

Washington 

“94,315.4 

91,881.7 

97.4 

Wayne 

4,474.6 

3,265.6 

73.0 

Webster 

9,104.1 

8,599.1 

94.5 

Wilkinson 

1,996.3 

982.9 

49.2 

Winston 

11,783.1 

10,326.9 

87.6 

Yalobusha 

13,746.4 

13,147.9 

95.6 

Yazoo 

47,884.1 

46,489.8 

97.1 

1 / Excludes  allotments  on  whole  CR  farms . 
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OVERPLANTED  COTTON  FARMS  AND  PENALTY  DATA,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

(As  of  May  24,  1963) 


Overplanted  Farms 

: Penalties 

Number  : 

: Penalties 

: Amount  : 

Amount 

of  : 

Excess 

: Incurred 

: Paid  : 

Refunded 

County  : 

Farms  : 

Acres 

: (Dollars) 

: (Dollars)  : 

(Dollars) 

Total 

136 

173.2 

10,238.27 

11,357-39 

3,956.55 

Adams 

0 

379-^2 

Alcorn 

3 

6.1 

435.56 

435.56 

Amite 

0 

Attala 

8 

10.4 

581.23 

581.23 

0 

Benton 

0 

Bolivar 

0 

Calhoun 

0 

Carroll 

0 

Chickasaw 

3 

3.0 

257.08 

0 

0 

Choctaw 

0 

Claihorne 

0 

Clarke 

1 

0.4 

27.97 

27.97 

0 

Clay 

0 

Coahoma 

0 

Copiah 

0 

Covington 

~T~ 

2.9 

118.19 

87 .46" 

0 

DeSoto 

0 

Forrest 

0 

Franklin 

1 

1.7 

53.58 

0 

0 

George 

0 

Greene 

0 

Grenada 

1 

2.7 

148.34 

148.34 

0 

Hancock 

0 

Harrison 

0 

Hinds 

3 

1.8 

42.35 

20.88 

0 

Holmes 

3 

4.0 

314.21 

314.21 

0 

Humphreys 

0 

Issaquena 

0 

Itawamba 

1 

0.5 

25.81 

25.81 

25.81 

Jackson 

0 

Jasper 

0 

Jefferson 

0 

Jefferson  Davis 

22 

27.1 

1,331.33 

1, 166. 56 

185.77 

Jones 

0 

Kemper 

5 

6.3 

343.76 

285.45 

110.12 

Lafayette 

3 

" 16. '0 

1,100" 83 

832.91 

0 

Lamar 

2 

1.2 

72.11 

72.11 

0 

Lauderdale 

5 

4.2 

152.48 

140.07 

0 

Lawrence 

h 

3-1 

109.52 

75.05 

0 

Leake 

0 

: 
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OVERPLANTED  COTTON  FARMS  AND  PENALTY  DATA,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 
(As  of  May  24,  19^3)- -Continued 


: Overplanted  Farms 

Penalties 

: Number  : 

: Penalties 

Amount  : 

Amount 

: of  : 

Excess 

: Incurred 

Paid  : 

Refunded 

County 

: Farms  : 

Acres 

: (Dollars) 

(Dollars)  : 

(Dollars ) 

Lee 

0 

Leflore 

0 

Lincoln 

0 

Lowndes 

5 

6.0 

209.02 

174.74 

0 

Madison 

6 

12.7 

726.73 

669 . 20 

0 

Marion 

'6 

12.2 

656.40 

511.01 

174.35 

Marshall 

0 

Monroe 

0 

Montgomery 

1 

1.8 

98.30 

98.30 

59.89 

Neshoba 

0 

Newton 

0 

Noxubee 

9 

9.8 

555.91 

540.55 

0 

Oktibbeha 

0 

Panola 

0 

Pearl  River 

0 

Perry 

0 

Pike 

0 

Pontotoc 

4 

3.2 

278.95 

243.69 

0 

Prentiss 

4 

4.0 

393.98 

0 

0 

Quitman 

0 

Rankin 

0 

Scott 

0 

Sharkey 

0 

Simpson 

2 

3-0 

135.93 

135.93 

0 

Smith 

7 

2.3 

140.87 

54.38 

0 

Stone 

0 

Sunflower 

0 

Tallahatchie 

0 

Tate 

0 

Tippah 

0 

Tishomingo 

0 

Tunica 

0 

Union 

1 

0.2 

14. 18 

14. 18 

0 

Walthall 

1 

2.4 

98.89 

98.89 

0 

Warren 

5 

3.6 

147.15 

3,1^5.49 

2,998.34 

Washington 

3 

7.7 

944. 62 

898.15 

0 

Wayne 

2 

1.5 

51.03 

0 

0 

Webster 

4 

4.4 

338.84 

242.70 

22.85 

Wilkinson 

0 

Winston 

9 

6.0 

254.32 

237.77 

0 

Yalobusha 

0 

Yazoo 

1 

1.0 

78.80 

78.80 

0 
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SUMMARY  OF  1962  ACRES  RELEASED  AND  REAPPORTIONED 
SHOWING  ACREAGE  AVAILABLE  FOR  PLANTING 


: Acreage 

Acreage  : 

Acreage 

Total  Acre- 

/Reapportioned 

Surrendered: Reapportioned: 

age  Available 

: Acreage 

: in  County 

to  State  : 

by  State 

for 

County 

: Released 

: of  Release 

Committee  : 

Committee 

Planting  l/ 

Total 

175,735-4 

93,059.4 

82,676.0 

82,485.5 

1,695,997.4 

Adams 

1,239.0 

90.2 

1,148.8 

0 

1,617.2 

Alcorn 

1,605.8 

1,605.8 

0 

767.0 

15,156.6 

Amite 

4,073.0 

476.7 

3,596.3 

0 

5,709.7 

Attala 

3,367.3 

3,367.3 

0 

881.8 

15,220.7 

Benton 

529.0 

529.0 

0 

785.0 

13,604.0 

Bolivar 

1,617.2 

l,'6l7.2 

0 

6,377^6"“ 

135,350.7 

Calhoun 

1,206.0 

1,206.0 

0 

1,766.0 

18,677.2 

Carroll 

1,431.0 

1,431.0 

0 

1,601.0 

17,303.2 

Chickasaw/ 

1,428.7 

1,428.7 

0 

1,149.0 

15,673.0 

Choctaw 

1,759-5 

571.5 

1,188.0 

0 

3,234.5 

Claiborne 

2,037.6 

852.2 

1,185.4 

0 

3,724.2 

Clarke 

2,391.2 

317.3 

2,073.9 

0 

2,968.1 

Clay 

861.2 

861.2 

0 

524.0 

8,168.0 

Coahoma 

519.7 

519.7 

0 

6,055.0 

102,362.0 

Copiah 

4,610.9 

1,356.8 

3,254.1 

0 

5,712.9 

Covington 

4,618.4 

1,814.2 

2,804.2 

6 

7,151.4 

DeSoto 

1,360.9 

1,360,9 

0 

1,593.0 

37,325.0 

Forrest 

568.7 

163.1 

405.6 

0 

900.4 

Franklin 

1,238.1 

18.2 

1,219.9 

0 

620.1 

George 

873.3 

73.2 

800.1 

0 

478.5 

Greene 

56l.l 

325.7 

235^4 

0 

1,107.7' 

Grenada 

1,491.2 

1,491.2 

0 

822.0 

13,306.1 

Hancock 

26.1 

0 

26.1 

0 

12.9 

Harrison 

13.4 

G 

13.4 

0 

4.6 

Hinds 

5,786.6 

2,318.6 

3,468.0 

0 

23,247.6 

Holmes 

1,705.7 

1,705.7 

0 

“2,896.0 

39,734.9  " 

Humphreys 

74.2 

74.2 

0 

3,647.0 

54,964.0 

Issaquena 

204.1 

204.1 

0 

652.0 

11,784.1 

Itawamba 

2,198.3 

2,198.3 

0 

457.0 

11,229.8 

Jackson 

55-5 

8.0 

47.5 

0 

19.5 

Jasper 

2,986.3 

453.3 

2,533.0 

0 

5,072.0 

Jefferson 

2,441.8 

235.9 

2,205.9 

0 

2,929.5 

Jeff.  Davis 

4,427.4 

3,060.7 

1,366.7 

0 

13,989.8 

Jones 

3,790.9 

589.0 

3,201.9 

0 

5,766.4 

Kemper 

2,661.4 

1,558.7 

1,102.7 

0 

9,450.7 

Lafayette 

1,050.0 

1,050.0 

0 

1,227.4 

16,986.5 

Lamar 

2,322.5 

688.5 

1,634.0 

0 

2,295.2 

Lauderdale 

2,162.0 

142.8 

2,019.2 

0 

4,194.8 

Lawrence 

3,117.0 

485.3 

2,631.7 

0 

4,965.2 

Leake 

6,818.5 

4,161.2 

2,657.3 

0 

14,902.0 

!_/  Excludes  allotments  on  -whole  OR  farms . 
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SUMMARY  OF  1962  ACRES  RELEASED  AND  REAPPORTIONED 
SHOWING  ACREAGE  AVAILABLE  FOR  PLANTING  — Continued 


: Acreage 

Acreage  : 

Acreage  : 

Total  Acre- 

: Reapportioned 

Surrendered: Reapportioned: 

age  Available 

Acreage 

: in  County 

to  State  : 

by  State 

for 

County 

Released 

: of  Release 

Committee  : 

Committee 

Planting  l/ 

Lee 

2,556.2 

2,556.2 

0 

1,801.0 

29,705.8 

Leflore 

480.3 

480.3 

0 

4,879.0 

83,851.2 

Lincoln 

3,801.0 

258.6 

3,542.4 

0 

2,588.8 

Lowndes 

1,907.2 

1,907.2 

0 

930.8 

17,576.0 

Madison 

6,448.2 

5,430.8 

1,017.4 

0 

32,774.9 

Marion 

2,547.7 

1,795.7 

752.0 

0 

9,449.3 

Marshall 

428.5 

428.5 

0 

1,538.0 

39,262.5 

Monroe 

2,483.0 

2,483.0 

0 

1,518.1 

32,466.0 

Montgomery 

1,126.8 

1,126.8 

0 

658.O 

8,701.3 

Neshoba 

7,733-8 

2,227.5 

5,506.3 

0 

9,296.1 

Newton 

4,900.3 

285.1 

4,615.2 

0 

4,492.0 

Noxubee 

2,227.0 

1,535-4 

691.6 

0 

16,219.6 

Oktibbeha 

1,560.7 

995.5 

565.2 

0 

3,972.2 

Panola 

832.1 

832.1 

0 

2,883.0 

46,084.1 

Pearl  River 

322.1 

43.5 

278.6 

0 

138.2 

Perry 

1,110.8 

"“436“ 9 ' 

673.9 

0 

TWT 

Pike 

2,782.5 

327.1 

2,455.4 

0 

3,715.6 

Pontotoc 

1,150.9 

1,150.9 

0 

1,353.0 

21,495.3 

Prentiss 

1,680.4 

1,680.4 

0 

1,230.0 

19,085.3 

Quitman 

30.2 

30.2 

0 

4,608.0 

69,065.2 

Rankin 

3,596.5 

1,522.8 

2,073.7 

0 

7,390.3 

Scott 

4,092.2 

1,396.0 

2,696.2 

0 

8,145.0 

Sharkey 

86.4 

86.4 

0 

2,082.0 

31,730.9 

Simpson 

6,355-0 

1,142.2 

5,212.8 

0 

7,954.6 

Smith 

5,825.2 

1,230.4 

4,594.8 

0 

5,912.6 

Stone 

162.6 

23.4 

139.2 

0 

55.6 

Sunflower 

267.9 

267.9 

0 

6, 848.0 

137,710.1 

Tallahatchie 

732.0 

732.0 

0 

4,116.0 

67,386.8 

Tate 

769.6 

769.6 

0 

1,465.0 

27,622.5 

Tippah 

2,600.2 

2,600.2 

0 

752.0 

17,479.7 

Tishomingo 

1,573.1 

1,573-1 

0 

477.0 

10,085.9 

Tunica 

550.9 

550.9 

0 

3,394.0 

55,320.1 

Union 

1,567.0 

1,567.0 

0 

1,214.0 

19,017.0 

Walthall 

3,856.1 

1,334.7 

2,521.4 

0 

9,824.7 

Warren 

999.8 

999.8 

0 

242.0 

6,788.0 

Washington 

2,384.5 

2,384.5 

0 

5,420.7 

9^,315.4 

Wayne 

2,537.5 

710.1 

1,827.4 

0 

4,474.6 

Webster 

1,375-0 

1,375.0 

0 

772.6 

9,104.1 

Wilkinson 

2,236.7 

0 

2,236.7 

0 

1,996.3 

Winston 

2,886.0 

2,429.3 

456.7 

0 

11,783.1 

Yalobusha 

1,477.9 

1,477. “9 

0 

833.0 

13,746.4 

Yazoo 

2,463.1 

2,463.1 

0 

2,270.1 

47,884.1 

1/  Excludes  allotments  on  whole  CR  farms. 
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FARMERS  VOTING  FOR  AND  AGAINST  1962  COTTON  MARKETING  QUOTAS,  BY 

COUNTIES 


County  : 

Number  of 
Farmers 
Voting  for 
Quotas 

Number  of  : 

Farmers  : 

Voting  Against  : 

Quotas  : 

Percent  of 
Farmers 
Voting  for 
Quotas 

Total 

27,603 

4ll 

98 

Adams 

31 

4 

89 

Alcorn 

712 

5 

99 

Amite 

211 

7 

97 

Attala 

336 

4 

99 

Benton 

478 

3 

99 

Bolivar 

919 

4 

99 

Calhoun 

457 

13 

97 

Carroll 

301 

4 

99 

Chickasaw 

338 

0 

100 

Choctaw 

234 

15 

94 

Claiborne 

100 

2 

~w 

Clarke 

204 

1 

99 

Clay 

229 

4 

98 

Coahoma 

256 

3 

99 

Copiah 

397 

4 

99 

Covington 

270 

"18" 

DeSoto 

531 

2 

99 

Forrest 

57 

0 

100 

Franklin 

67 

1 

98 

George 

63 

0 

100 

Greene 

92 

T 

~W~ 

Grenada 

316 

0 

100 

Hancock 

2 

0 

100 

Harrison 

0 

0 

— 

Hinds 

480 

9 

98 

Holmes 

466 

14 

97 

Humphreys 

426 

1 

99 

Issaquena 

105 

1 

99 

Itawamba 

6l4 

10 

98 

Jackson 

0 

0 

100 

Jasper 

256 

5 

"95" 

Jefferson 

109 

9 

92 

Jefferson  Davis 

348 

7 

98 

Jones 

246 

16 

94 

Kemper 

267 

2 

99 

Lafayette 

464 

10 

“98“ 

Lamar 

119 

7 

94 

Lauderdale 

257 

6 

98 

Lawrence 

230 

4 

98 

Leake 

515 

14 

97 
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FARMERS  VOTING  FOR  AND  AGAINST  1962  COTTON  MARKETING  QUOTAS , BY 
COUNTIES  --  Continued 


County  : 

Number  of 
Farmers 
Voting  for 
Quotas 

Number  of  : 

Farmers  : 

Voting  Against  : 
Quotas  : 

Percent  of 
Farmers 
Voting  for 
Quotas 

Lee 

637 

0 

100 

Leflore 

585 

1 

100 

Lincoln 

145 

6 

96 

Lowndes 

37^ 

6 

98 

Madison 

686 

3 

99 

Marion 

398 

3 

99 

Marshall 

6o4 

2 

99 

Monroe 

769 

10 

99 

Montgomery 

167 

2 

99 

Neshoba 

567 

14 

98 

Newton 

260 

6 

93“ 

Noxubee 

190 

1 

99 

Oktibbeha 

215 

9 

96 

Panola 

542 

6 

99 

Pearl  River 

7 

0 

100 

Perry 

127 

3 

13“ 

Pike 

176 

11 

94 

Pontotoc 

597 

9 

98 

Prentiss 

657 

2 

100 

Quitman 

512 

0 

100 

Rankin 

276 

1 

100 

Scott 

370 

6 

98 

Sharkey 

146 

3 

98 

Simpson 

297 

9 

97 

Smith 

453 

6 

99 

Stone 

7 

0 

100 

Sunflower 

458 

9 

98 

Tallahatchie 

622 

2 

100 

Tate 

543 

5 

99 

Tippah 

648 

6 

99 

Tishomingo 

467 

5 

99 

Tunica 

497 

0 

100 

Union 

725 

11 

98 

Walthall 

346 

6 

98 

Warren 

111 

1 

99 

Washington 

305 

1 

100 

Wayne 

134 

4 

97 

Webster 

295 

6 

98 

Wilkinson 

129 

8 

94 

Winston 

337 

5 

99 

Yalobusha 

464 

6 

99 

Yazoo 

253 

2 

99 
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RICE  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENT  AND  PLANTED  ACREAGE  DATA, 
BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County  : 

Number 

of 

Farms 

County 

Allotment 

(Acres) 

: Acreage 

: Planted 

: Percent  of 
: Allotment 
: Planted 

Total 

299 

51,343-0 

50,984.0 

99 

Bolivar 

97 

21,593-8 

21,416.7 

99 

Coahoma 

11 

1,664.0 

1,655.1 

99 

DeSoto 

5 

1,675.1 

1,675.1 

100 

Hancock 

2 

183.0 

I83.O 

100 

Humphreys 

15 

2,135.0 

2,134.9 

100 

Issaquena 

1 

105.0 

105.0 

100 

Leflore 

32 

3,897.2 

3,878.2 

99 

Panola 

1 

79-0 

79.0 

100 

Quitman 

12 

1,408.4 

1,405.6 

100 

Sharkey 

9 

1,153.4 

1,120.7 

97 

Sunflower 

31 

4, 370.8 

4,325.4 

99 

Tallahatchie 

5 

510.0 

510.0 

100 

Tate 

1 

246.0 

246.0 

100 

Tunica 

13 

2,893.9 

2,889.2 

100 

Washington 

64 

9,428.4 

9,360.1 

99 
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FARMERS  VOTING  FOR  AND  AGAINST  1962  RICE  MARKETING 
QUOTAS,  BY  COUNTIES 


County  : 

Number  of 
Farmers 
Voting  For 
Quotas 

Number  of 
: Farmers 

: Voting  Against 

: Quotas 

Percent  of 
Farmers 
Voting  For 
Quotas 

Total 

162 

1 

99 

Bolivar 

55 

0 

100 

Coahoma 

10 

0 

100 

DeSoto 

4 

0 

100 

Hancock 

1 

0 

100 

Humphreys 

14 

0 

100 

Issaquena 

0 

0 

-- 

Leflore 

21 

0 

100 

Panola 

1 

0 

100 

Quitman 

8 

0 

100 

Sharkey 

5 

0 

100 

Sunflower 

15 

0 

100 

Tallahatchie 

6 

0 

100 

Tate 

1 

0 

100 

Tunica 

2 

0 

100 

Washington 

19 

1 

95 

TABLE  33 
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NUMBER  OF  PEANUT  ALLOTMENT  FARMS,  ACREAGE  ALLOTTED, 
AND  ACREAGE  PLANTED  ON  ALLOTMENT  FARMS,  BY 
COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Number  of 
: Allotment 
: Farms 

: Acreage 

: Allotted 

Acreage 
Planted  on 
Allotment 
Farms 

Total 

94 

361.3 

190.0 

Alcorn 

6 

23.1 

21.4 

Attala 

3 

5.5 

2.1 

Calhoun 

1 

2.0 

1.7 

Chickasaw 

4 

7.4 

0.0 

Copiah 

1 

11.7 

7.0 

George 

i 

2.5 

0.0 

Greene 

26 

152.0 

94.9 

Hinds 

4 

10.1 

6.7 

Holmes 

2 

2.5 

1.2 

Itawamba 

4 

7.4 

0.0 

Kemper 

2 

“T75 

1.3 

Lamar 

2 

2.6 

0.0 

Lauderdale 

3 

7.3 

1.2 

Lowndes 

2 

2.3 

0.7 

Madison 

2 

4.2 

0.0 

Neshoba 

7 

16.1 

3-3 

Noxubee 

1 

1.2 

0.0 

Perry 

1 

3.0 

0.0 

Prentiss 

2 

5.1 

0.0 

Sunflower 

1 

50.0 

39.8 

Tishomingo 

1 

1.2 

0.9 

Union 

5 

10.8 

0.0 

Webster 

4 

7.6 

0.0 

Winston 

2 

2.6 

0.4 

Yalobusha 

7 

18.7 

7.4 

■(  ;■■■,( 
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WHEAT  ACREAGE 

ALLOTMENT  AND 

PLANTED 

ACREAGE  DATA, 

BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

: 

Number  of 

“I  1962 

: 

Wheat 

Acreage 

: Wheat 

County  : 

Farms  1/ 

Allotment 

: Acreage 

Total 

2,650 

44,378.5 

27,298.0 

Adams 

4 

15.0 

27.6 

Alcorn 

20 

55-4 

20.0 

Attala 

3 

19.8 

0 

Benton 

4 

53-9 

42.6 

Bolivar 

422 

6,356.3 

3,936.7 

Calhoun 

3 

4.4 

0 

Carroll 

16 

203.2 

21.7 

Chickasaw 

10 

48.5 

28.6 

Claiborne 

6 

28.0 

45.2 

Clay 

15 

162.8 

26.4 

Coahoma 

210 

“^995.1  ' 

3,271.4 

Copiah 

4 

23.3 

0 

Covington 

8 

37.0 

27.4 

DeSoto 

49 

3,382.6 

1,760.1 

George 

5 

19.9 

0 

Greene 

2 

1.8 

Grenada 

7 

14.4 

55.2 

Hinds 

8 

109.6 

33-6 

Holmes 

18 

92.7 

69.7 

Humphreys 

115 

1,627.0 

1,625.2 

Issaquena 

64 

“819.8 

“443.0 

Itawamba 

5 

48.7 

13.4 

Jackson 

2 

10.8 

0 

Jefferson 

9 

45.8 

43.2 

Jefferson  Davis 

10 

l4. 1 

42.7 

Jones 

4 

7.2 

35-3 

Kemper 

3 

21.6 

0 

Lafayette 

4 

14.5 

13.1 

Lawrence 

2 

6.2 

0 

Lee 

16 

77.2 

54.0 

Leflore 

109 

951.7 

253.2 

Lowndes 

31 

824.2 

24.5.6 

Madison 

9 

142.2 

77.4 

Marshall 

11 

137.6 

18.0 

Monroe 

9 

84.6 

35.5 

Montgomery 

5 

23.4 

0 

Neshoba 

2 

6.3 

8.8 

Noxubee 

17 

134.7 

66.2 

Oktibbeha 

4 

37.8 

13.  '0 

Panola 

55 

652.7 

293.1 

1/  Includes  GWA  farms  (growers  without 

allotments ) . 

■ 
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WHEAT  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENT  AND  PLANTED  ACREAGE  DATA,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962  -- 

Continued 


County  : 

Number  of 
Wheat 
Farms  l/ 

Acreage 

Allotment 

1962“ 

Wheat 

Acreage 

Perry 

4 

5-^ 

9.0 

Pontotoc 

12 

377.9 

275.5 

Prentiss 

2 

1.8 

13. 4 

Quitman 

231 

2,060.3 

978.7 

Sharkey 

155 

1,683.1 

976.6 

Simpson 

2 

9.0 

0 

Sunflower 

221 

1,864.9 

1,780.6 

Tallahatchie 

152 

2,801.4 

1,576.8 

Tate 

11 

208.8 

11.6 

Tippah 

5 

13.4 

0 

Tishomingo 

21 

102.3 

3-6 

Tunica 

210 

7,596.6 

5,050.1 

Union 

6 

94.4 

32.0 

Warren 

2 

42.3 

0 

Washington 

198 

2,722.5 

1,931.7 

Webster 

9 

44.1 

31.1 

Wilkinson 

2 

18.9 

0 

Yalobusha 

7 

33.3 

0 

Yazoo 

100 

3,478.4 

1,978.6 

l/  Includes  GWA  farms  (growers  without  allotments). 
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FARMERS  VOTING  FOR  AND  AGAINST  1962  WHEAT  MARKETING 
QUOTAS,  BY  COUNTIES 


County  : 

Number  of 
Farmers 
Voting  for 
Quotas 

: Number  of 

: Farmers 

: Voting  Against 

: Quotas 

: Percent  of 

: Farmers 

: Voting  for 

: Quotas 

Total 

459 

20 

96 

Attala 

1 

0 

100 

Benton 

2 

0 

100 

Bolivar 

55 

1 

98 

Carroll 

5 

1 

83 

Chickasaw 

3 

0 

100 

Claiborne 

2 

0 

100 

Clay 

0 

3 

0 

Coahoma 

72 

2 

97 

Covington 

3 

0 

100 

DeSoto 

11 

0 

100 

Hinds 

6 

i 

0 

Holmes 

2 

0 

100 

Humphreys 

33 

1 

97 

Issaquena 

5 

0 

100 

Itawamba 

2 

1 

67 

Jackson 

0 

b 

- 

Kemper 

1 

0 

100 

Lafayette 

2 

0 

100 

Lee 

3 

0 

100 

Leflore 

25 

0 

100 

Lowndes 

5 

1 

~w 

Madison 

2 

0 

100 

Marshall 

1 

0 

100 

Monroe 

0 

0 

- 

Noxubee 

1 

0 

100 

Oktibbeha 

1 

0 

100 

Panola 

1 

0 

100 

Pontotoc 

0 

1 

0 

Quitman 

30 

0 

100 

Sharkey 

15 

6 

71 

Sunflower 

11 

0 

100 

Tallahatchie 

69 

0 

100 

Tate 

3 

0 

100 

Tunica 

45 

0 

100 

Union 

2 

0 

100 

Warren 

2 

0 

100 

Washington 

21 

2 

91 

Webster 

1 

0 

100 

Yazoo 

22 

0 

100 

rpo;  ' - 
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WHEAT 

STABILIZATION 

PROGRAM  DATA,  BY 

COUNTIES, 

1962 

: Total  Value 

Number  of  : 

Number  of  : 

Number  of 

: of  Earned 

Eligible  : 

Farms  : 

Diverted 

: Payment 

County  : 

Farms  : 

Participating  : 

Acres 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

3,398 

1,764 

22,376.2 

716,749 

Adams 

14 

3 

32.8 

275 

Alcorn 

20 

2 

8.1 

194 

Attala 

3 

2 

12.5 

203 

Benton 

3 

1 

10.0 

225 

Bolivar 

600 

326 

3,947.9 

131,458 

Calhoun 

5 

5 

24.4 

“338  " 

Carroll 

16 

10 

124.5 

2,930 

Chickasaw 

5 

2 

13.8 

687 

Claiborne 

7 

0 

0 

0 

Clay 

10 

1 

9-1 

258 

Coahoma 

" 296" 

I36 

2,186.6 

74,'428 

Copiah 

4 

3 

20.1 

511 

Covington 

14 

1 

10.0 

240 

DeSoto 

52 

44 

1,468.2 

49,889 

George 

5 

0 

0 

0 

Greene 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Grenada 

6 

0 

0 

0 

Hinds 

8 

3 

38.1 

812 

Holmes 

18 

6 

52.4 

1,403 

Humphreys 

156 

4o 

501.0 

17,687 

Issaquena 

88 

53 

5i9.0 

17,824 

Itawamba 

5 

2 

21.6 

566 

Jackson 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Jefferson 

7 

2 

26.0 

635 

Jefferson  Davis 

10 

2 

17.4 

435 

Jones 

3 

0 

0 

0 

Kemper 

3 

0 

0 

0 

Lafayette 

5 

0 

0 

0 

Lawrence 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Lee 

22 

9 

45.7 

1,151 

Leflore 

107 

~w~ 

415.0 

16,279 

Lowndes 

26 

15 

180.7 

2,872 

Madison 

8 

5 

71.2 

1,032 

Marshall 

10 

4 

37.2 

1,014 

Monroe 

7 

0 

0 

0 

Montgomery 

T~ 

2 

5.5 

102 

Neshoba 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Noxubee 

14 

4 

39.0 

860 

Oktibbeha 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Panola 

65 

23 

246.0 

7,693 

. 
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WHEAT  STABILIZATION  PROGRAM  DATA,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962  --  Continued 


County 

Number  of 
Eligible 
Farms 

: Number  of 

: Farms 

: Participating 

: Number  of 
: Diverted 
: Acres 

: Total  Value 
: of  Earned 
: Payment 
: (Dollars) 

Perry 

3 

0 

0 

0 

Pontotoc 

9 

7 

140.7 

2,621 

Prentiss 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Quitman 

289 

165 

1,397.0 

39,620 

Sharkey 

192 

165 

1,469.4 

56, l66 

Simpson 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Sunflower 

364 

162 

1,707.3 

62, .515 

Tallahatchie 

205 

87 

949.0 

27,297 

Tate 

11 

10 

114.5 

3,100 

Tippah 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Tishomingo 

19 

0 

0 

0 

Tunica 

241 

156 

3,292.2 

97,293 

Union 

8 

6 

51.5 

l,l4o 

Warren 

3 

1 

10.0 

277 

Washington 

271 

158 

1,720.4 

55,790 

Webster 

10 

4 

31.2 

656 

Wilkinson 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Yalobusha 

7 

7 

45.1 

1,029 

Yazoo 

123 

83 

1,364.1 

37,244 

. 
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PART  111 


PRICE  SUPPORT  AND  STORAGE  PROGRAMS 


Price  Support  Programs; 

Price  support  operations  are  carried  on  in  the  State  of  Mississippi  through 
the  State  and  county  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Committees 
acting  as  agents  for  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  The  purpose  of  these 
programs  is  to  stabilize  farm  income  and  prices,  bring  about  a better 
balance  between  agricultural  production  and  consumption,  and  assist  farmers 
in  the  orderly  marketing  of  their  crops.  The  wool  payment  program  was 
originally  authorized  by  the  Agricultural  Act  of  195^-  and  extended  by  the 
Agricultural  Acts  of  1958  and  1961.  Price  support  for  other  commodities 
was  directed  or  authorized  by  the  Agricultural  Act  of  19^9,  as  amended. 

Price  support  is  mandatory  for  the  basic  commodities --corn,  cotton,  peanuts, 
rice,  tobacco,  and  wheat- -and  certain  nonbasic  commodities --barley,  grain 
sorghum,  oats,  rye,  honey,  milk,  butter  fat,  tung  nuts,  mohair  and  wool. 
Support  for  all  other  commodities  is  permissive. 

Prices  are  supported  in  four  different  ways—loans,  purchase  agreements, 
purchases,  and  payments.  In  conducting  price  support  operations,  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  through  ASC  committees  uses  the  usual  and  customary 
channels,  facilities,  and  arrangements  of  trade  and  commerce  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable  and  consistent  with  the  fulfillment  of  its  purposes. 

Price  of  most  storable  commodities  such  as  corn,  oats,  rice,  and  soybeans 
is  supported  by  nonrecourse  loans  to  eligible  producers.  Loans  are  made  on 
eligible  commodities  stored  in  approved  farm  storage  structures  or  in  public 
warehouses  approved  under  Uniform  Storage  Agreements.  Loans  may  be  obtained 
from  financial  institutions  such  as  banks  or  Production  Credit  Associations, 
or  direct  from  the  ASC  county  committee  of  the  county  where  the  farm  records 
are  maintained.  Commodities  placed  under  loan  may  be  redeemed  by  repaying 
the  principal  amount  of  the  loan  plus  interest.  The  borrower  has  the 
option  of  redeeming  the  commodity  any  time  prior  to  maturity  date  of  the 
note . 

Producers  may  obtain  price  support  by  executing  a purchase  agreement.  Agree 
ments  are  available  during  the  same  period  that  loans  are  available.  Under 
a purchase  agreement  an  eligible  producer  enters  into  an  agreement  with 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in  which  CCC  agrees  to  buy  from  him  at  the 
support  price,  on  the  same  date  that  loans  mature,  at  the  farmer’s  option, 
a quantity  of  the  commodity  not  in  excess  of  the  total  quantity  specified 
in  the  purchase  agreement.  The  producer  is  under  no  obligation  to  deliver 
any  specified  quantity.  CCC  is  obligated  to  purchase  up  to  the  maximum 
quantity  specified  in  the  agreement  provided  the  commodity  meets  eligibility 
requirements. 

The  purchase  agreement  in  effect  gives  the  farmer  the  same  degree  of  price 
support  protection  as  a loan  without  requiring  him  to  execute  loan  documents 
pay  interest  on  redemptions,  or  store  the  commodity  in  approved  storage.  It 
generally  is  used  by  those  farmers  who  can  wait  from,  harvest  time  until  the 
delivery  date  to  obtain  price  support  proceeds. 


-{ 


Price  support  on  wool  is  carried  out  by  direct  incentive  payment  to 
producers  to  increase  production.  Payments  on  unshorn  lambs  are  made  to 

encourage  normal  marketing  of  lambs  with  the  wool  on  and  avoid  unusual 
shearing  to  obtain  the  shorn  wool  payment.  The  current  marketing  year  began 
on  April  1,  1963,  and  ends  on  December  31;  19&3 ° After  1963 , the  marketing 
year  will  be  on  a 12-month  calendar  year  basis.  Payments  are  usually  made 
in  July  following  the  end  of  the  marketing  year.  The  payment  rate  for  shorn 
wool  is  expressed  as  the  percent  required  to  bring  the  National  average 
price  received  by  all  producers  for  sales  during  the  marketing  year  up  to 
the  announced  incentive  level  (62  cents  per  pound  for  the  1955  ~ 1962 
marketing  years) . Payments  for  unshorn  lambs  are  at  a fixed  rate  per 
hundredweight  of  live  lambs  sold  and  are  based  on  the  shorn  wool  payment 
rate . 

A summary  of  price  support  activities  in  Mississippi  will  be  found  on  the 
following  tables. 

Farm  Storage  Facility  and  Equipment  Loan  Programs; 

The  farm  storage  facility  and  equipment  loan  programs  were  established 
June  15,  19^9^  to  provide  increased  farm  storage  facilities  and  drying 
equipment  used  in  handling  farm  commodities.  Funds  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  are  available  for  recourse  loans  to  producers  to  finance 
construction  or  purchase  of  new  farm  storage  facilities  or  dryers.  The 
programs  are  administered  by  ASC  county  committees  under  the  supervision 
of  the  ASC  State  Committee. 

Farmers  may  borrow  up  to  85$  of  the  f.o.b.  warehouse  cost  of  new  storage 
facilities  and  75 1°  of  the  f.o.b.  warehouse  cost  of  dryers.  Loans  on 
storage  facilities  are  payable  in  h equal  installments,  the  first  being 
payable  12  months  from  the  date  of  disbursement.  To  be  eligible  for  a 
facility  loan  producers  must  be  eligible  for  price  support  for  the  current 
year  on  all  price -supported  commodities  produced  on  their  farms.  Dryer 
loans  are  payable  in  3 equal  installments,  the  first  being  payable  12 
months  from  the  date  of  disbursement.  The  rate  of  interest  on  both  loans 
is  per  annum.  Any  farm  owner,  operator,  or  tenant  is  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  programs.  Loans  may  be  obtained  to  build  storage  for 
com,  oats,  rye,  barley,  soybeans,  grain  sorghum,  wheat,  rice,  and  cotton- 
seed. Applications  for  loans  are  filed  with  the  ASC  county  committee  of 
the  county  where  the  farm  records  are  maintained.  » 

A summary  by  counties  showing  loan  disbursements  and  repayments  under 
these  programs  since  June  15,  19^9?  appears  in  the  following  pages. 

Livestock  Feed  Program: 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  designated  36  counties  to  receive  Government - 
owned  feed  grain  at  reduced  prices  to  supplement  feed  shortages  caused  by 
severe  drouth.  Corn  and  grain  sorghums  were  made  available  to  eligible 
livestock  owners  in  the  area  to  assist  in  the  preservation  and  maintenance 
of  foundation  herds  of  cattle  --  including  producing  dairy  cattle,  sheep, 
and  goats  --  at  75  percent  of  the  support  price  for  the  kind  of  grain,  and 
for  other  eligible  livestock  at  100  percent  of  the  support  price.  Feed 
grain  sales  are  limited  to  livestock  owners  in  designated  counties  who  do 
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not  have  sufficient  feed  for  their  livestock  and  are  unable  to  obtain  it 

through  normal  trade  channels  without  undue  financial  hardship  - The 
program  ended  May  15,  19&3 ° 

Seasonal  Grazing  and  Haying; 

The  U.  So  Department  of  Agriculture  made  forage  on  diverted  acres  available 
in  15  counties  because  drouth  severely  restricted  livestock  feed  supplies. 
County  committees  of  designated  counties  were  authorized  to  offer  grazing 
and  haying  privileges  to  farmers  on  land  retired  under  the  conservation 
reserve,  1962  feed  grain , and  wheat  stabilization  programs  through  November  1, 
1962.  Downward  adjustments  are  made  in  payments  to  farmers  where  these  lands 
are  grazed  or  hayed. 

Program  Summaries; 

Summaries  showing  counties  designated  for  the  livestock  feed  program  and 
seasonal  grazing  and  haying,  and  activities  under  these  programs  may  be 
found  in  the  following  pages. 
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STATE  SUMMARY  OF  PURCHASE  AGREEMENTS , 
BY  COMMODITIES,  1962 


Commodity  : 

Number 
Exe cuted 

• 

Quantity  l/ 

: Covered  : 

Delivered 
to  CCC 

: Outstanding 

Total 

3 

XXX 

XXX 

XXX 

Rice 

2 

^,865 

0 

0 

Soybeans 

1 

12,000 

0 

0 

l/  Hundredweight  for  rice 

and  bushels 

for  soybeans 
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1 / FARM  STORAGE  CORN  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

I 


: Loans  Disbursed 

: Loans 

Repaid  : Loans  Outstanding 

« 0 

: Principal 

: 

: Principal: 

: Principal 

: : Quantity 

: Amount 

: Quantity 

: Amount  : Quantity 

: Amount 

County 

:No. : (Bushels) 

: (Dollars) 

: (Bushels) 

1 : (Dollars) : (Bushels) 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

4 12,079 

15,^59 

11,396 

14,585  683 

874 

Itawamba 

1 1,021 

1,306 

1,021 

1,306  0 

0 

Panola 

1 9,768 

12,502 

9,768 

12,502  0 

0 

Tallahatchie 

1 1,090 

1,395 

407 

521  683 

874 

Yalobusha 

1 200 

256 

200 

256  0 

0 

if  Report  as 

of  May  31,  1963 

TABLE  40  WAREHOUSE  STORAGE  CORN  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


• Loans  Disbursed  ; Loans  Repaid  ; Delivered ~to  CCC 

: : : Principal:  : Principal:  : Principal 

: : Quantity  : Amount  : Quantity  : Amount  : Quantity  : Amount 

County  :No. : (Bushels) : (Dollars) ; (Bushels) ; (Dollars) : (Bushels) : (Dollars) 


Total 

4 

6,936 

8,215 

6,936 

8,215 

0 

0 

Carroll 

1 

1,965 

2,338 

1,965 

2,338 

0 

0 

Holme  s 

1 

2,382 

2,835 

2,382 

2,835 

0 

0 

Yazoo 

2 

2,589 

3,042 

2,589 

3,042 

0 

0 

TABLE  4l 
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FARM  STORAGE  GRAIN  SORGHUM  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

: Loans  Disbursed  : Loans  Repaid  : Delivered  to  CCC 

: : : Principal:  : Principal:  : Principal 

: : Quantity  : Amount  : Quantity:  Amount  : Quantity:  Amount 

:No.:  (Cwt.)  : (Dollars):  (Cwt  . ):  (Dollars) : (Cwt.)  : (Dollars) 

Total 

5 16,963  31,456  1,149  2,137  15,814  29,319 

Leflore 

Tallahatchie 

4 7,337  13,648  1,149  2,137  6,188  11,511 

1 9,626  17,808  0 0 9,626  17,808 

TABLE  42 

FARM  STORAGE  HONEY  LOAN'S,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

County 

: Loans  Disbursed  : Loans  Repaid  : Delivered  to  CCC 

: : : Principal:  : Principal:  : Principal 

: : Quantity:  Amount  : Quantity:  Amount  : Quantity  : Amount 

:No»:  (Lbs. ) : (Dollars) : (Lbs.)  : (Dollars):  (Lbs.)  : (Dollars) 

Total 

1 29,755  3,094  29,755  3,094  0 0 

Washington 


1 29,755  3,094 


29,755  3,094 


0 


0 


. 
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FARM  STORAGE  OAT  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 

; Loans  Disbursed 

; Loans  Repaid 

: Delivered  to  CCC 

:No . ; 

Quantity 

(Bushels) 

: Principal 
; Amount 
: (Dollars) 

: Quantity 
: (Bushels) 

: Principal 
1 Amount 
: (Dollars) 

; Quantity 
; (Bushels) 

: Principal 
; Amount 
; (Dollars) 

Total 

12 

53,181 

38,243 

53,181 

38,243 

0 

0 

Bolivar 

1 

2 ,645 

1,904 

2,645 

1,904 

0 

0 

Coahoma 

1 

5,078 

3, 61 4 

5,078 

3 , 6l4 

0 

0 

Humphreys 

2 

9,151 

6,588 

9,151 

6,588 

0 

0 

Leflore 

JL 

6,073 

4,372 

6,073 

4,372 

0 

0 

Lowndes 

1 

j_ 

2,390 

1,720 

2,390 

1 ,720 

0 

0 

Sharkey 

3 

13,71^ 

9,87^ 

13,716 

9,874 

0 

0 

Sunflower 

1 

8,757 

6,304 

8,757 

6,304 

0 

0 

Washington 

2 

5,371 

3,867 

5,371 

3,867 

0 

0 

TABLE  44  WAREHOUSE  STORAGE  OAT  LOAN'S,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


County 


: Loans  Disbursed  ; Loans  Repaid  ; Delivered  to  CCC 

: : “Principal;  ; Principal;  ; Principal 

: : Quantity  ; Amount  : Quantity  ; Amount  ; Quantity  1 Amount 

;No. ; (Bushels) ; (Dollars) ; (Bushels) ; (Dollars) ; (Bushels) ; (Dollars) 


Total 

68 

276,044 

179,558 

276,044 

179,558 

Carroll 

3 

5,120 

3,276 

5,120 

3,276 

Holme  s 

3 

6,627 

4,247 

6,627 

4,247 

Leflore 

32 

162,407 

106,474 

162,407 

106,474 

Sunflower 

15 

35,020 

22,661 

35,020 

22,661 

Tallahatchie 

1 

1,906 

1,239 

1,906 

1,239 

Yazoo 

14 

64 , 964 

f>h  QAIl 

u .-p  c 

r.L  <,  OO-L 

0 0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 


■ 
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FARM  STORAGE  RICE  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


Loans  Disbursed  : Loans  Repaid  : Delivered  to  CCC 


: : 

: : 

Principal: 

6 

Principal : 

: Principal 

: : 

: Quantity: 

Amount  : 

Quantity: 

Amount  : 

Quantity 

: Amount 

County 

:No . : 

: ( Cwt » ) : 

(Dollars) : 

( Cwt  0 ) : 

(Dollars) : 

( Cwt  0 ) 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

132 

493,772 

2,477,726 

456, 680 

2,290,853 

37,092 

186,873 

Bolivar 

83 

292,739 

1,480,908 

282,385 

1,428,529 

10,354 

52,379 

Coahoma 

3 

19,806 

100,918 

11,216 

57,149 

8,590 

43,769 

Humphreys 

12 

33,066 

161,653 

33,066 

161,653 

0 

0 

Leflore 

5 

20,512 

104,396 

16,084 

8l,860 

4 , 428 

22,536 

Quitman 

5 

8,346 

43 , 024 

8,346 

43,024 

0 

0 

Sunflower 

4 

12,B52  63,461 

107695“ 

52,822 

10,659 

Tunica 

4 

18,847 

87,446 

.18,847 

87,446 

0 

0 

Washington 

16 

87,604 

435,900 

76,042 

378,370 

11,562 

57,530 

TABLE  46  WAREHOUSE  STORAGE  RICE  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


Loans  Disbursed  s Loans  Repaid  s Delivered  to  CCC 

: Principal : : Principal : % Principal 


0 

: Quantity : 

Amount  : 

Quantity : 

Amount  : 

Quantity: 

Amount 

County 

:No. 

: ( Cwt  0 ) : 

(Dollars) : 

( Cwt  0 ) : 

(Dollars) : 

( Cwt . ) : 

(Dollar 

Total 

60 

136,388 

662,811 

133,492 

648,559 

2,896 

14,252 

Bolivar 

25 

51,489 

251,730 

51,489 

251,730 

0 

0 

Coahoma 

5 

14 , 986 

73,658 

14,986 

73,658 

0 

0 

Leflore 

7 

15,7-10 

73,083 

15,710 

73,083 

0 

0 

Panola 

1 

2,406 

12,511 

2,406 

12,511 

0 

0 

Quitman 

8 

13 , 602 

66 , 809 

13 , 230 

64 , 982 

372 

1,827 

Sharkey 

4 

“I275I7T 

”387330* 

12,516 

58,330 

0 

0 

Sunflower 

1 

281 

1,278 

0 

0 

281 

1,278 

Tunica 

2 

2,243 

11,147 

0 

0 

2,243 

11,147 

Washington 

7 

23; 155 

114,265 

23,155 

114,265 

0 

0 

-• 
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1/  FARM  STORAGE  SOYBEAN  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


Loans  Disbursed  ; Loans  Repaid  2 Loans  Outstanding 


County 

:N0o 2 

: Principal  2 : 

Quantity:  Amount  : Quantity 2 
(BusheHs)  : (Dollars)  :(Bu.shels)  2 

Principal: 

Amount  2 Quan t i ty 
(Dollars)  :(Bushels) 

2 Principal 
2 Amount 
2 (Dollars) 

Total 

109 

367,852 

820,203 

230,151 

513,205 

137,701 

306,998 

Alcorn 

4 

5,206 

11,656 

2,486 

5,566 

2,720 

6,090 

Bolivar 

30 

119,367 

265,353 

72,324 

160,776 

47,043 

104,577 

Chickasaw 

1 

805 

1,803 

805 

1,803 

0 

0 

Clay 

8 

9,717 

21 , 648 

6,360 

14,169 

3,357 

7,479 

Coahoma 

1 

8,421 

18,862 

8,421 

18,862 

0 

0 

DeSoto 

3 

7,227 

16,152 

7,227 

16,152 

0 

0 

Forre  st 

1 

129 

286 

129 

286 

0 

0 

Holme  s 

1 

476 

1 , 0 66 

0 

0 

476 

1,066 

Hiam.ph.reys 

4 

19,975 

44,714 

12,570 

28,138 

7,405 

16, 576 

Issaquena 

5 

31,343 

69,983 

18,862 

42,115 

12,481 

27,868 

Leflore  2 

Lowndes  2 


20,258 

5,298 


11,867 


107681 


689  1,543 


10,177 

4^609 


22,796 

10,324 


Marshall 

Monroe 

Panola 

Prentiss 

Quitman 

Sharkey 

Sunflower 

Tallahatchie 

Tippah 

Tunica 

Washington 


1 913  2,045 
1 935  2,091 

1 1,463  3,277 
7 5,60l~  12,527 
3 12,833  28,568 

12  51,290  114,546 

2 5,051  11,194 
5 17,450  38,938 
1 SB6  1,986’ 
9 29,186  64,994 
5 14,022  31,268 


913 

2,045 

0 

0 

935 

2,094 

0 

0 

0 

“4,W“ 

0 

“li7i5o' 

1,463 

~~620~~ 

3,277 

1 7W 

3,533 

7,865 

9,300 

20,703 

40,854 

91,239 

10,4-36 

23,307 

2,023 

4,483 

3,028 

6,711 

1,084 

2,419 

16,366 

36,519 

0 

0 

8BF™ 

“179HF 

21,852 

48,662 

7,334 

16,332 

14,022 

31,268 

0 

0 

l/  Report  as  of  May  31,  1963 
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1/  WAREHOUSE  STORAGE  SOYBEAN  LOANS , BY  COUNTIES,  1962 


Loans  Disbursed  ; Loans  Repaid  ; Loans  Outstanding 


County 

:No. : 

Quantity 

(Bushels) 

: Principal: 
: Amount  : 
: (Dollars) : 

Quantity 

(Bushels) 

: Principal: 
: Amount  : 
: (Dollars) : 

Quantity  : 
(Bushels)  : 

: Principal 
; Amount 
; (Dollars) 

Total 

117 

425,862 

956,071 

213,411 

479,074 

212,451 

476,997 

Carroll 

4 

19,47.4 

43,304 

19,474 

43,304 

0 

0 

Grenada 

4 

16,212 

36,01.8 

0 

0 

16,212 

36,018 

Issaquena 

15 

54,983 

125,438 

44,529 

101 , 588 

1.0,454 

23,850 

Leflore 

36 

100,321 

223,355 

48,474 

107,923 

51,847 

115,432 

Sharkey 

28 

136,802 

311 , 909 

54,965 

125,320 

81,837 

186,589 

Sunflower 

16 

“377983" 

“83,525 

~T37®F" 

29,656“ 

~2lHWF 

“53^9 

Tallahatchie 

7 

43,396 

96,274 

15,792 

35,035 

27,604 

6.1,239 

Washington 

1 

1,897 

4,195 

1,897 

4,195 

0 

0 

Yazoo 

6 

14,794 

32,053 

14,794 

32,053 

0 

0 

1 J Report  as  of  May  31  > 1963 


TABLE  49  1/  WAREHOUSE  STORAGE  TUNG  OIL  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  I.962 


Loans  Disbursed  : Loans  Repaid  gLoans  Outstanding 


County 

:No« : 

Quantity 

(Cvt.) 

Principal: 
: Amount  : 
: (Dollars) : 

Quantity 
(Cwt 0 ) 

: Principal: 
: Amount  : 
: (Dollars) : 

Quantity 

(Cwt.) 

: Principal 
: Amount 
: (Dollars) 

Total 

79 

16 , 217 

389,269 

12,021 

288 , 542 

4,196 

100,727 

Hancock 

6 

819 

19,66.1 

789 

18,941 

30 

720 

Harri son 

3 

92 

2,220 

92 

2,220 

0 

0 

Lamar 

5 

351 

8,436 

351 

8,436 

0 

0 

Marion 

1 

14 

359 

0 

0 

i4 

359 

Pearl  River 

62 

14,824 

355,777 

10 , 672 

256,129 

4,152 

99 , 648 

Perry 

2 

117 

2,8lc“ 

117 

”27816 

0 

0" 

1/  Report  as  of  May  31>  1963 
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FARM 

STORAGE  WHEAT  LOANS,  BY  COUNTIES,  1962 

• 

Loans  Disbursed  : Loans  Repaid  : Delivered  to  CCC 

County 

:No. 

: ; Principal:  : Principal;  : Principal 

: Quantity  : Amount  : Quantity  : Amount  : Quantity:  Amount 
: (Bushels)  : (Dollars) : (Bushels)  : (Dollars) : (Bushels) : (Dollars) 

Total 

1 

881  1,753  0 0 881  1,753 

Tunica 

1 

881  1,753  0 0 881  1,753 

TABLE  51 


SUMMARY  OF 

PURCHASE 

AGREEMENTS, 

BY 

COMMODITIES 

AND  BY  COUNTIES, 

1962 

0 

0 

Quantity  1 / 

1 

Number 

% 

l 

Delivered  : 

County 

Executed 

1 

Covered  : 

to  CCC  : 

Outstanding 

Rice 

Total 

2 

4,865 

0 

0 

Bolivar 

1 

3,245 

0 

0 

Washington 

1 

1,620 

0 

0 

Soybeans 

Total 

1 

12,000 

0 

0 

Bolivar 

1 

12,000 

0 

0 

1/  Hundredweight  for  rice  and  bushels  for  soybeans. 
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WAREHOUSES  APPROVED  UNDER  UNIFORM  GRAIN  STORAGE  AGREEMENT 
IN  MISSISSIPPI,  BY  LOCATION,  JUNE  1,  1963 


: 

Location  : 

Capacity 

Name  of  Warehouse  : 

(Mississippi)  : 

(1000  Bu.) 

Total 

9,677 

Monroe  County  Cooperative  (AAL) 

Aberdeen 

64 

Farmers  Elevator  8c  Supply  Company 

Belzoni 

380 

Benoit  Elevator  Company,  Inc. 

Benoit 

4l 

Blaine  Elevator  Company,  Inc. 

Blaine 

78 

Sojamax  Elevator  No.  1 

Blanton 

142 

Madison  County  Cooperative  (AAL) 

Canton 

100 

Clarksdale  Grain  Elevator,  Inc. 

Clarksdale 

223 

The  Quaker  Oats  Company 

Clarksdale 

190 

The  Quaker  Oats  Company 

Drew 

87 

Sojamax  Elevator  No.  2 

Egremont 

208 

The  Quaker  Oats  Company 

Greenville 

193 

River  Grain  Corporation 

Greenville 

1,246 

Cooperative  Elevator  Company  of  Greenwood 

Greenwood 

688 

Hollandale  Grain  Elevator  Association 

Hollandale 

180 

Delta  Brokerage  8s  Warehouse  Company 

Indianola 

138 

Grain  Storage  Company  (AAL) 

Indianola 

152 

Inverness  Grain  Elevator  Company 

Inverness 

300 

Delta  Brokerage  Company 

Itta  Bena 

325 

A 8s  I Terminal  8s  Warehouse  Company 

Jackson 

868 

Ruleville-Drew  Grain  Elevator  Company,  Inc 

. Jaquith  Station 

4oo 

Riverside  Oil  Mill 

Marks 

81 

Cargill,  Inc. 

Natchez 

600 

Jackson  County  Terminal  Elevator 

Pascagoula 

2,019 

Rosedale  Rice  8c  Grain  Association 

Rosedale 

174 

Linwood  Elevator 

Vaughan 

82 

Vicksburg  Terminal  Elevators 

Vicksburg 

T52' " 

Mississippi  Supply  Company 

Yazoo  City 

266 

TABLE  53 
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WAREHOUSES  APPROVED  UNDER  UNIFORM  RICE  STORAGE  AGREEMENT 
IN  MISSISSIPPI,  BY  LOCATION,  JUNE  1,  196 3 


• 

Name  of  Warehouse  : 

Location  : 

(Mississippi)  : 

Capadity 
(1000  Cvt . ) 

Total 

999 

Clarksdale  Grain  Elevator,  Inc. 

Clarksdale 

103 

Central  Delta  Warehousing  Corporation 

Cleveland 

234 

Mississippi  Rice  Warehouse  Company 

Greenville 

158 

South  Delta  Grain  Company,  Inc. 

Greenville 

159 

Miss-Dell  Drying  & Milling  Company,  Inc. 

Hollandale 

137 

Delta  Brokerage  Company 

Itta  Bena 

130 

Rosedale  Rice  & Grain  Association  (AAL) 

Rosedale 

78 

TABLE  54  WAREHOUSES  APPROVED  UNDER 
IN  MISSISSIPPI,  BY 

TUNG  OIL  STORAGE  AGREEMENT 
LOCATION,  JUNE  1,  1963 

Name  of  Warehouse 

: Location  : 

: (Mississippi)  : 

Capacity 
( Pounds ) 

Total 

21, 171 >000 

Gulfport  Vegetable  Oil  Mills,  Inc. 
Crosby  Forest  Products  Company 

Gulfport 

Picayune 

6/781,000 

14,390,000 
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WOOL  PAYMENT  PROGRAM  - 1961  MARKETING  'YEAR 


County 

: Shorn  Wool  Payments  : 

Unshorn  Lamb  Payments 

: 

: Number 

: Amount  : 

: (Dollars) : 

Number 

: Amount 

: (Dollars) 

: Total 

: Payments 

: (Dollars) 

Total 

817 

44,567 

223 

4,976 

49,543 

Adams 

13 

1,012 

4 

93 

1,105 

Alcorn 

6 

111 

0 

0 

111 

Amite 

2 

63 

0 

0 

63 

Attala 

15 

718 

4 

45 

763 

Benton 

2 

48 

1 

19 

67 

Bolivar 

17 

243 

12 

“5o 

“25T" 

Calhoun 

3 

232 

1 

68 

300 

Carroll 

2 

654 

2 

49 

703 

Chickasaw 

3 

31 

0 

0 

31 

Choctaw 

5 

74 

1 

6 

80 

Claiborne 

16 

1,232 

9 

190 

1,422 

Clarke 

2 

178 

1 

18 

196 

Clay 

34 

1,250 

16 

243 

1,493 

Coahoma 

10 

1,702 

8 

278 

1,980 

Copiah 

2 

250 

2 

4l 

291 

DeSoto 

3 

52 

0 

0 

52 

Forrest 

11 

650 

3 

64 

714 

Franklin 

1 

19 

1 

7 

26 

George 

24 

922 

4 

80 

1,002 

Greene 

kj 

1,388 

4 

68 

1,456 

Grenada 

3 

“65 

1 

14 

79 

Hancock 

66 

1,102 

0 

0 

1,102 

Harrison 

51 

2,191 

1 

39 

2,230 

Hinds 

18 

1,688 

9 

311 

1,999 

Holme  s 

5 

246 

2 

36 

282 

Humphreys 

T" 

397 

3 

157 

”554” 

Issaquena 

3 

246 

1 

39 

285 

Itawamba 

1 

43 

1 

11 

54 

J ack  son 

22 

362 

0 

0 

362 

Jefferson 

12 

619 

8 

129 

748 

Jeffo  Davis 

~T~ 

176” 

3 

61 

237 

Jones 

12 

4oi 

1 

4 

405 

Kemper 

2 

226 

1 

23 

249 

Lafayette 

2 

24 

0 

0 

24 

Lamar 

7 

398 

1 

16 

4l4 

Lauderdale 

2 

77 

1 

5 

" 82" 

Lawrence 

1 

27 

0 

0 

27 

Leake 

3 

84 

0 

0 

84 

Lee 

h 

259 

1 

58 

317 

Leflore 

9 

2,851 

8 

457 

3,308 

■ 


. 
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WOOL  PAYMENT  PROGRAM  - 1961  MARKETING  YEAR  - Continued 


: Shorn  Wool 

Payments  1 

Unshorn 

Lamb  Payments 

0 

l 0 

% 

1 

: Total 

0 0 

Amount  : 

% Amount 

% Payments 

County 

: Number  : 

(Dollars)  : 

Number 

1 (Dollars) 

% (Dollars) 

Lincoln 

7 

102 

5 

110 

cn  0 

Lownde s 

13 

1,165 

6 

172 

1,337 

Madison 

6 

20l 

2 

27 

231 

Marshall 

3 

16 

0 

0 

16 

Monroe 

A 

2 66 

2 

k2 

308 

Montgomery 

2 

1 

9 

“rf5“ 

Neshoba 

2 

162 

1 

19 

181 

Newton 

7 

302 

r' 

j 

69 

371 

Noxubee 

26 

1,700 

19 

275 

1,975 

Oktibbeha 

8 

679 

5 

67 

7I6 

Panola 

557 

3 

600 

Pearl  River 

17 

2,861 

hb 

2,908 

Perry 

17 

832 

0 

0 

832 

Pike 

6 

660 

6 

165 

825 

Pontotoc 

1 

115 

1 

b 

119 

Prentiss 

1 

51 

0 

0 

51 

Quitman 

227 

0 

0 

227 

Rankin 

6 

590 

k 

153 

7I3 

Scott 

7 

195 

b 

67 

262 

Sharkey 

5 

332 

1 

3 

335 

Stone 

2,272 

0 

0 

2,272 

Sunflower 

lb 

1,301 

6 

115 

1 ,116 

Tallahatchie 

8 

876 

5 

202 

1,078 

Tippah 

9 

130 

0 

0 

130 

Ti shomingo 

1 

6b 

1 

2b 

88 

Tunica 

2 

112 

0 

0 

112 

Union 

17 

312 

3 

19 

331 

Walthall. 

5 

319 

1 

13 

332 

Warren 

15 

153 

2 

23 

I76 

Washington 

25 

2,000 

5 

193 

2,193 

Wayne 

25 

990 

6 

93 

170H3 

Webster 

1 

221 

1 

16 

267 

Wilkinson 

2 

ibb 

0 

0 

ill 

Winston 

3 

58 

0 

0 

58 

Yalobusha 

5 

121 

2 

13 

13I 

Yazoo 

22 

~TJW“ 

10 

■ 267”" 

1,632 

Total 

817 

11,567 

223 

1,976 

19,513 
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LIVESTOCK  FEED  PROGRAM 
November  1,  1962  - May  15,  1963 


County 

Cumulative  Number  of  Owners 
Filing  Applications 

Cumulative  Sales  of  Corn 
According  to  Price 

100  percent  of 
Support  Rate 

75  percent  of 
Support  Rate 

Approved 

Disapproved 

Bushels 

TOTAL 

8,213 

211 

143,793 

1,182,451 

Amite 

l4l 

0 

0 

0 

Claiborne 

93 

0 

15,304 

41,719 

Clarke 

150 

8 

3,895 

19,680 

Copiah 

357 

4 

5,068 

61,636 

Covington 

98 

9 

2,510 

8,515 

Forrest 

182 

3 

1,572 

18,584  ~ 

Hancock 

3^ 

0 

0 

0 

Hinds 

337 

18 

3,680 

36,297 

Holme  s 

168 

0 

2,746 

21,263 

Jasper 

373 

13 

8,847 

45,674 

Jefferson 

73 

0 

0 

0 

Jeff.  Davis 

78 

4 

0 

0 

Jones 

19k 

3 

7,820 

41,933 

Kemper 

112 

3 

337 

7,269 

Lamar 

119 

1 

713 

6,939 

Lauderdale 

io4 

~T“ 

8,144 

1,351 

Lawrence 

285 

12 

3,5^8 

26,668 

Leake 

171 

4 

0 

0 

Lincoln 

213 

1 

2,101 

41,985 

Madison 

395 

1 

10,838 

99,685 

Marion 

321 

13 

^,346 

62,850 

Marshall 

116 

6 

319 

1,545 

Montgomery 

10 

1 

0 

0 

Neshoba 

690 

26 

4,752 

111,344 

Newton 

387 

34 

6,651 

139,600 

Pearl  River 

265  " 

2 

2,835 

31,913 

Perry 

137 

0 

U,995 

1^,793 

Pike 

203 

0 

2,030 

46,108 

Rankin 

115 

0 

0 

0 

Scott 

313 

3 

5,321 

58,853 

Simpson 

192 

0 

*,335 

22,982 

Smith 

339 

3 

2,486 

13,769 

Walthall 

514 

10 

5,809 

87,441 

Wayne 

298 

16 

4,969 

19,899 

Winston 

467 

6 

5,280 

86,397 

Yazoo 

“169 

3 

12,5^2 

5,759 
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PART  IV 


SOIL  BANK 

CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 


Public  Lav  540,  cited  as  the  "Agricultural  Act  of  1956"  and  Title  I 
thereof,  cited  as  the  "Soil  Bank  Act"  was  passed  by  the  84th  Congress 
and  signed  into  lav  by  the  President  on  May  28,  1956. 

The  Soil  Bank  Act  provided  for  the  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM  and  vas 
designed  to  assist  farmers  in  diverting  part  of  their  cropland  from  the 
production  of  excessive  supplies  of  agricultural  commodities  AND  to  carry 
out  a program  of  soil,  vater,  forest,  and  vildlife  conservation. 

The  Act  authorized  the  Secretary  to  formulate  and  announce  the  CONSERVATION 
RESERVE  PROGRAM  and  to  enter  into  contracts  with  producers  during  the 
five-year  period  1956  - i960  to  be  carried  out  during  the  period  ending  not 
later  than  December  31>  i960,  except  that  contracts  for  the  establishment 
of  tree  cover  could  continue  until  December  31>  1974. 

Since  i960  vas  the  last  year  for  accepting  contracts,  activities  during 
1962  vere  limited  to  servicing  the  5>127  contracts  in  effect  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year. 
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SOIL  BAM  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 

STATE  SUMMARY  OF  DATA  FOR  ALL 

CONTRACTS  IN  EFFECT 

ON  JANUARY  15, 

1962 

Number  of  contracts 

5,127 

Number  of  whole  farms 

2,708 

Number  of  part  farms 

2M9 

5,127 

Number  of  acres 

Number  of  acres  in 

287,9^3 

Whole  farms 

135,628 

Part  farms  at  regular  rate 

1^9,535 

Part  farms  at  non-diversion  rate 

2,780 

287,9^3 

Acres  for  maintenance  of  existing  cover  53,251 

Acres  to  be  established  to  cover: 

Vegetative  cover  170,024 

Trees  64,308 


Water  storage  facilities 


Annual  payments 
Whole  farms 

Part  farms  at  regular  rate 
Part  farms  at  non-diversion  rate 

Annual  payments  by  expiration  date 

1962 

1963 

1964 

1965 
19  66 

1967 

1968 

1969 

1970 


360  234,692  287,9^3 

$3,965,735 

$1,818,590 

2,131,133 

16,012  $3,965,735 


$ 281,476 
1,696,791 
380,361 
14,113 
166,535 
201,972 

879,764 

326,049 

18,674  $3,965,735 
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SOIL  BAM  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 
COUNTY  SUMMARY  OF  DATA  FOR  ALL  CONTRACTS  IN  EFFECT 
ON  JANUARY  15,  1962 


(NUMBER  OF  FARMS  AND  ACREAGE  UNDER  CONTRACT) 


County 

: Number  of  Farms  : 

Number  of 

Acres 

: Total  : 
: Number  : 
: of  : 

: Farms  : 

Whole ; Part  : 
Farms ; Farms : 

All  : 

Contracts  ; 

Whole  : 
Farms  : 

Part  : 

Farms 
Regular  : 
Rate  : 

Part  Farms 

at  Non- 
diversion 
Rate 

State  Totals 

5)127 

2,708  2,419 

287,943 

135,628 

149,535 

2,780 

Adams 

Alcorn 

Amite 

Attala 

Benton 

2 

58 

32 

44 

36 

1 

22 

27 

27 

25 

1 

36 

5 

17 

11 

l4o 

1,632 

1,526 

2,149 

1,208 

83 

984 

1,336 

1,722 

637 

57 

648 

190 

422 

564 

5 

7 

Bolivar 

81 

15 

66 

8,230 

1,092 

7,138 

- 

Calhoun 

44 

1.8 

26 

2,256 

910 

1,284 

62 

Carroll 

52 

34 

18 

2,855 

1,845 

955 

55 

Chickasaw 

79 

6o 

19 

6,149 

4,127 

1,590 

432 

Choctaw 

37 

23 

14 

64o 

433 

207 

- 

Claiborne 

20 

16 

k 

1,182 

1,101 

81 

- 

Clarke 

86 

58 

28 

2,471 

1,777 

662 

32 

Clay 

102 

80 

22 

10,056 

8,267 

l,6o4 

185 

Coahoma 

68 

6 

62 

7,876 

194 

7,682 

- 

Copiah 

42 

25 

17 

928 

518 

397 

13 

Covington 

32 

22 

10 

^7006 

731 

275 

- 

DeSoto 

23 

17 

6 

1,536 

915 

621 

- 

Forrest 

3k 

2k 

10 

1,533 

1,236 

280 

17 

Franklin 

11 

9 

2 

1,094 

1,060 

33 

1 

George 

21 

16 

5 

723 

523 

199 

1 

Greene 

5 

1 

4 

83 

3 

80 

- 

Grenada 

17 

8 

9 

896 

255 

64l 

- 

Hancock 

8 

5 

3 

903 

805 

76 

22 

Harrison 

1 

1 

- 

9 

9 

- 

_ 

Hinds 

17 

8 

9 

774 

479 

295 

- 

Holmes 

89 

~TQ~ 

41 

5,780 

2,^52 

3,173 

155 

Humphreys 

96 

1 6 

80 

9,H6 

989 

8,127 

- 

Issaquena 

25 

10 

15 

1,971 

925 

1,046 

- 

Itawamba 

123 

78 

45 

3,005 

2,116 

884 

5 

Jackson 

10 

7 

3 

821 

696 

101 

24 

Jasper 

54 

2b 

—VFT— 

"T7595~“ 

~rm— 

371 

— 5—— 

Jefferson 

31 

16 

15 

.2,396 

1,690 

567 

139 

Jeff.  Davis 

117 

77 

4o 

4,755 

3,492 

1,167 

96 

Jones 

39 

36 

3 

1,479 

1,440 

32 

7 

Kemper 

63 

29 

34 

l,64l 

1,002 

576 

63 

Lafayette 

97 

29 

68 

2,158 

772 

- 

Lamar 

75 

61 

l4 

2,555 

1,989 

522 

44 

Lauderdale 

93 

50 

43 

1,921 

1,277 

644 

_ 

Lawrence 

115 

83 

32 

6,066 

4,807 

1,177 

82 

Leake 

90 

60 

30 

2,338 

1,867 

462 

9 
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(NUMBER  OF  FARMS 

AND  ACREAGE  UNDER  CONTRACT) 

County 

: Number 

of  Farms  : 

Number  of  Acres 

: Total  : 
: Number  : 
: of  : 

: Farms  : 

Whole : 
Farms : 

Part  : 
Farms; 

All 

Contracts 

: Whole  ; 
; Farms  ; 

Part  ; 

Farms  ; 
Regular  ; 
Rate  ; 

Part  Farms 
at  Non- 
di version 
Rate 

Lee 

Leflore 

Lincoln 

Lowndes 

Madison 

81 

82 

6 

100 

138 

4l 

5 

6 

62 

73 

4o 

77 

38 

65 

2,643 

11,750 

149 

10,711 

9,760 

1,619 

429 

149 

8,9-15 

5,768 

1,024 

11,321 

1,785 

3,866 

11 

126 

Marion 

~W~ 

42 

16 

3,665 

2,507 

1,157 

1 

Marshall 

21 

9 

12 

1,126 

595 

481 

50 

Monroe 

162 

86 

76 

7,073 

4,285 

2,767 

21 

Montgomery 

23 

13 

10 

436 

253 

175 

8 

Neshoba 

178 

95 

83 

4,121 

2,829 

1,213 

79 

Newton 

103 

58 

45 

2,768 

1,733 

1,035 

- 

Noxubee 

51 

33 

18 

4,231 

2,898 

1,323 

10 

Oktibbeha 

54 

42 

12 

2,820 

2,143 

632 

45 

Panola 

in 

18 

23 

2,945 

1,376 

1,566 

3 

Pearl  River 

20 

18 

2 

1,014 

972 

42 

- 

Perry 

23 

17 

940 

778 

161 

1 

Pike 

62 

42 

20 

3,218 

2,674 

516 

28 

Pontotoc 

162 

97 

65 

6,528 

4,454 

1,864 

210 

Prentiss 

51 

25 

26 

894 

492 

376 

26 

Quitman 

93 

8 

85 

7,896 

558 

7,336 

2 

Rankin 

5i 

38 

13 

2,611 

2,306 

28T 

24 

Scott 

81 

50 

31 

2,134 

1,526 

570 

38 

Sharkey 

56 

19 

37 

4, 896 

1,620 

3,276 

- 

Simpson 

10 

7 

3 

149 

111 

38 

- 

Smith 

35 

17 

18 

1,045 

452 

575 

18 

Stone 

"4“ 

3 

1 

70 

55 

15 

- 

Sunflower 

160 

10 

150 

18,219 

737 

17,482 

- 

Tallahatchie 

115 

37 

78 

12,419 

1,915 

10,456 

48 

Tate 

9 

3 

6 

7^3 

98 

64o 

5 

Tippah 

44 

30 

14 

818 

523 

295 

- 

Tishomingo 

35 

24 

11 

661 

“514” 

147 

- 

Tunica 

67 

5 

62 

10,167 

567 

9,600 

- 

Union 

149 

93 

56 

5,267 

4,004 

1,150 

113 

Walthall 

114 

65 

49 

4,717 

3,046 

1,602 

69 

Warren 

18 

12 

6 

1,594 

667 

769 

158 

Washington 

128 

60 

68 

12,371 

3,653” 

8,718 

- 

Wayne 

88 

59 

29 

3,163 

2,202 

944 

17 

Webster 

60 

26 

34 

1,602 

694 

829 

79 

Wilkinson 

13 

7 

6 

1,129 

452 

677 

- 

Winston 

126 

84 

42 

4,542 

3,325 

1,217 

- 

Yalobusha 

116 

67 

49 

“2J9IF” 

2,052 

74i 

123 

Yazoo 

70 

28 

42 

7,070 

2,4o8 

4,657 

5 

State  Totals 

5,127 

2,708  2,419 

“287,943“ 

'135,628 

149,535 

2,780 

• 
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SOIL  BAM  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 
COUNTY  SUMMARY  OF  DATA  FOR  ALL  CONTRACTS  IN  EFFECT 
ON  JANUARY  15,  1962 


(CONSERVATION  USE  BY  ACRES) 


County 

: : Maintenance 

: : of  an 

: : Existing 

: Total  : Cover  > 

To  Be  Established 

: Total  : 

Vegetative 

Cover 

: Trees 

Water 

Storage 

Facilities 

ll) 

(2) 

"TIT 

“T4T~ 

~JTT 

(6) 

State  Totals 

287,943 

53,251 

234,692 

170 , 024 

64,308 

360 

Adams 

140 

40 

100 

100 

_ 

Alcorn 

1,632 

67 

1,565 

1,379 

186 

- 

Amite 

1,526 

101 

1,425 

103 

1,322 

- 

Attala 

2,149 

- 

2,149 

964 

1,185 

- 

Benton 

1,208 

123 

1,085 

824 

261 

- 

Bolivar 

8,230 

163 

8,067 

- 

- 

Calhoun 

2,256 

134 

2,122 

1,442 

680 

- 

Carroll 

2,855 

1,148 

1,707 

1,276 

431 

- 

Chickasaw 

6,149 

823 

5,326 

4,797 

529 

- 

Choctaw 

64o 

27 

613 

133 

480 

- 

Claiborne 

1,182 

212 

970 

509 

46l 

- 

Clarke 

2,471 

82 

2,389 

549 

1,840 

- 

Clay 

10,056 

4,121 

5,935 

2,702 

3,224 

9 

Coahoma 

7,876 

621 

7,255 

7,255 

- 

- 

Copiah 

928 

67 

861 

119 

742 

- 

Covington 

1,006 

"134“ 

852 

463 

389 

- 

DeSoto 

1,536 

152 

1,384 

1,052 

328 

4 

Forrest 

1,533 

225 

1, 308 

285 

1,023 

- 

Franklin 

1,094 

4.10 

684 

265 

4 19 

- 

George 

723 

60 

663 

231 

432 

- 

Greene 

83 

- 

83 

- 

83 

- 

Grenada 

89  6 

74 

822 

694 

128 

- 

Hancock 

903 

58 

845 

380 

445 

20 

Harrison 

9 

- 

9 

- 

9 

- 

Hinds 

774 

- 

774 

247 

527 

- 

Holmes 

5,780 

329 

5,451 

4,495 

"'956’ 

- 

Humphreys 

9,116 

314 

8,802 

8,802 

- 

- 

Issaquena 

1,971 

755 

1,216 

1,216 

- 

- 

Itawamba 

3,005 

121 

2,884 

2,095 

789 

- 

Jackson 

821 

38 

783 

43 

740 

- 

Jasper 

1,095 

32 

"T7o63~ 

383 

680 

- 

Jefferson 

2,396 

857 

1,539 

8.15 

673 

51 

Jeff.  Davis 

4,755 

984 

3,771 

2,802 

969 

- 

Jones 

1,479 

189 

1,290 

278 

1,012 

- 

Kemper 

l,64l 

90 

1,551 

707 

844 

- 

Lafayette 

2,158 

24;f~ 

1,916 

1,237 

~679~ 

- 

Lamar 

2,555 

120 

2,435 

286 

2,149 

- 

Lauderdale 

1,921 

229 

.1,692 

413 

1,279 

- 

Lawrence 

6,066 

1,103 

4,963 

2,767 

2,196 

- 

Leake 

2,338 

53 

2,285 

797 

1,488 

- 
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(CONSERVATION  USE  BY  ACRES) 


: : 

Maintenance 

1 

To  Be  Established 

: : 

of  an 

0 l 

* • 

Water 

; ; 

Existing 

l l 

Vegetative 

• 0 

Storage 

County1 

: Total  : 

Cover 

: Total  : 

Cover 

: Trees 

Facilities 

(1) 

"T2 r 

(3) 

(M 

(5) 

(6) 

Lee 

2,643 

72 

2,571 

2,015 

552 

4 

Leflore 

11,750 

146 

11,604 

11,604 

- 

- 

Lincoln 

lk9 

60 

89 

6 

83 

- 

Lowndes 

10,711 

4,408 

6,303 

4,270 

2,033 

- 

Madison 

9,760 

6,298 

3,462 

2,476 

980 

6 

Marion 

3,665 

237 

3,428 

597 

2,815 

“T6~ 

Marshall 

1,126 

300 

826 

599 

227 

- 

Monroe 

7,073 

839 

6,234 

3,877 

2,357 

- 

Montgomery 

436 

24 

412 

223 

189 

- 

Neshoba 

4,121 

286 

3,835 

1,597 

2,238 

- 

Newt,  on 

2,768 

168 

2,600 

924 

" 1,67*3  ' 

- 

Noxubee 

4,231 

2,172 

2,059 

1,412 

647 

- 

Oktibbeha 

2,820 

983 

1,837 

884 

953 

- 

Panola 

2,945 

555 

2,390 

2,093 

138 

159 

Pearl  River 

l,oi4 

- 

1,014 

- 

l,0l4 

- 

Perry 

94o 

844  " 

89 

755 

- 

Pike 

3,218 

795 

2,423 

375 

2,048 

- 

Pontotoc 

6,528 

696 

5,832 

4,760 

1,072 

- 

Prentiss 

894 

72 

822 

510 

312 

- 

Quitman 

7,896 

859 

7,037 

6,975 

- 

62 

Rankin 

2,611 

339 

2,272 

378  " 

1,89^ 

- 

Scott 

2,13^ 

135 

1,999 

955 

1,044 

- 

Sharkey 

4,896 

1,016 

3,880 

3,821 

59 

- 

Simpson 

149 

- 

149 

15 

134 

- 

Smith 

1,045 

33 

1,012 

4l8 

594 

- 

Stone 

70 

- 

70 

- 

70 

- 

Sunflower 

18,219 

2,183 

16,036 

16,024 

12 

- 

Tallahatchie 

12,419 

347 

12,072 

11,834 

238 

- 

Tate 

743 

236 

507 

483 

24 

_ 

Tippah 

818 

4o 

778 

323 

455 

~ 

Tishomingo 

-~ZZT~ 

29 

'"632  ' 

352 

280 

- 

Tunica 

10,167 

483 

9,684 

9,684 

- 

- 

Union 

5,267 

116 

5,151 

4,022 

1,128 

1 

Walthall 

4,717 

496 

4,221 

1,867 

2,354 

- 

Warren 

1,594 

1,058 

536 

536 

- 

- 

Washington 

12,371 

8, 562” 

3,809 

3,809 

- 

- 

Wayne 

3,163 

34 

3,129 

865 

2,264 

- 

Webster 

1,602 

40 

1, 562 

594 

968 

- 

Wilkinson 

1,129 

189 

940 

612 

328 

- 

Winston 

4,542 

341 

4,201 

3,259 

935 

7 

Yalobusha 

2,916 

102 

2,8l4 

1,535 

1,279 

- 

Yazoo 

7,070 

4,088 

2,982 

2,380 

581 

21 

State  Totals 

287,943 

53,251 

23^,692 

170,024 

64,308 

”360 

* . . 
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SOIL  BALK  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 
COUNTY  SUMMARY  OF  DATA  FOR  ALL  CONTRACTS  IN  EFFECT 
ON  JANUARY  15,  1962 

(ANNUAL  PAYMENTS  (DOLLARS)) 


County 

: All  : 

: Farms  : 

Whole  : 

Farms  : 

Part  Farms 

Regular 

Rate 

: Part  Farms 
: Nondiversion 
: Rate 

State  Totals 

$3,965,735 

$1,818,590 

$2,131,133 

$16,012 

Adams 

2,104 

1,108 

996 

— 

Alcorn 

19,203 

12,732 

6,471 

- 

Amite 

17,370 

15,435 

1,935 

- 

Attala 

27,226 

22,472 

4,740 

l4 

Benton 

15,911 

8, 869 

7,005 

37 

Bolivar 

1^,505 

“lBTBSS” 

125,639 

- 

Calhoun 

22,386 

9, 866 

12,347 

173 

Carroll 

38,300 

23,543 

14,430 

327 

Chickasaw 

83,694 

62,690 

18, 527 

2,477 

Choctaw 

7,014 

4,957 

2,057 

- 

Claiborne 

19,698 

"18,391“ 

1,307 

- 

Clarke 

27,181 

19,887 

7,173 

121 

Clay 

121,950 

101,894 

l8,84l 

1,215 

Coahoma 

140,694 

3,458 

137,236 

- 

Copiah 

10,962 

6,305 

4,560 

97 

Covington 

11,829 

8,915 

2,914“  ' 

- 

DeSoto 

26, 529 

15,959 

10,570 

- 

Forrest 

17,141 

14,431 

2,616 

94 

Franklin 

16,765 

16,361 

404 

- 

George 

7,592 

5,550 

2,036 

6 

Greene 

776 

42 

734 

- 

Grenada 

9,218 

3,085 

6,133 

- 

Hancock 

10,422 

9,659 

667 

96 

Harrison 

76 

76 

- 

- 

Hinds 

9,781 

6,24i 

3,540 

- 

Holmes 

84,897 

35,568 

47,867 

" 1,462 

Humphreys 

126, 686 

16,147 

110,539 

- 

Issaquena 

30,713 

14,698 

16,015 

- 

Itawamba 

40,422 

29,570 

10,818 

34 

Jackson 

7,369 

6,431 

854 

84 

Jasper 

12,569 

8,816 

3,7H 

42 

Jefferson 

38,916 

29,336 

8,702 

878 

Jeff.  Davis 

65,859 

51,469 

13,961 

429 

Jones 

19,083 

18,671 

368 

44 

Kemper 

19,592 

12,947 

6,247 

398 

Lafayette 

" 24,945 

9,503 

15,442 

- 

Lamar 

27,784 

22,353 

5,192 

239 

Lauderdale 

21,803 

14,556 

7,247 

- 

Lawrence 

77,524 

63,287 

13,790 

447 

Leake 

31,465 

25,946 

5,461 

58 
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(ANNUAL  PAYMENTS  (DOLLARS)) 


County 

: All 

: Farms 

Whole 

Farms 

: Part  Farms 

: Regular 

: Rate 

: Part  Farms 
: Nondiversion 
: Rate 

Lee 

31,816 

20,492 

11,324 

- 

Leflore 

178,794 

6,923 

171,871 

- 

Lincoln 

2,050 

2,050 

- 

- 

Lowndes 

125,828 

106,544 

19,239 

45 

Madison 

133,394 

81,401 

51,133 

860 

Marion 

4o,884 

“8,474 

12,405 

5 

Marshall 

12,824 

7,463 

5,062 

299 

Monroe 

79,508 

49,976 

29,445 

87 

Montgomery 

4,399 

2,578 

1,776 

45 

Neshoba 

51 , 101 

37,476 

13,222 

403 

Newton 

34,430 

21,301 

13,128 

1 

Noxubee 

52,685 

39,470 

13,155 

60 

Oktibbeha 

35,407 

26,203 

8,838 

366 

Panola 

46,144 

22,685 

23,436 

23 

Pearl  River 

12,305 

11,946 

359 

- 

Perry 

10,243  " 

8,557“ 

1,574 

2 

Pike 

**■1,737 

35,563 

5,982 

192 

Pontotoc 

84,587 

61,037 

22,268 

1,282 

Prentiss 

10,980 

6,180 

4,597 

203 

Quitman 

117,197 

9,441 

107,737 

19 

Rankin 

35,552 

32,538 

2,850 

"Y64 

Scott 

28,707 

21,133 

7,467 

107 

Sharkey 

64,430 

22,871 

41,559 

- 

Simpson 

1,744 

1,387 

357 

- 

Smith 

10,810 

4,816 

5,932 

62 

Stone 

612 

485 

127 

- 

Sunflower 

276,086 

11,431 

264,655 

- 

Tallahatchie 

199,007 

31,419 

167,200 

388 

Tate 

10,926 

1,452 

9,433 

4l 

Tippah 

9,242 

6,168 

3,074 

- 

Tishomingo 

8,ll4 

6,417 

1,697 

- 

Tunica 

174,193 

10,095 

164,098 

- 

Union 

69,478 

55,098 

13,847 

533 

Walthall 

65,1^7 

45,156 

19,56.1 

430 

Warren 

19,556 

10,635 

8,432 

489 

Washington 

178,898 

53,366“ 

125,532 

- 

Wayne 

31,224 

22,313 

8,838 

73 

Webster 

16,567 

7,708 

8,401 

458 

Wilkinson 

15,035 

6,179 

8, 856 

- 

Winston 

64,175 

48,304 

15,871 

- 

Yalobusha 

32,479 

24,435 

“7,365 

579 

Yazoo 

109,486 

39 , 224 

70,238 

24 

.j37  ,9  1 w 7 ^ 

3,965,735  178187590  27131,133  ' 157012 


State  Totals 


'■  * -I 


..  . - • 
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SOIL  BALK  CONSERVATION  RESERVE  PROGRAM 
ESTIMATED  RESERVE  ACRES  FOR  WHICH  CONTRACTS  EXPIRE  EACH  YEAR 
(Prepared  from  Data  Processing  Center  report  as  of  July  15,  1962) 


ACRES  TO  BE  RELEASED  AS  OF  DECEMBER  31  OF  THE  YEAR  INDICATED 


1962 

1963 

1964 

1965 

1966 

1967 

1968 

1969 

1970 

1971 


25,928 

107,758 

25,968 

1,023 

17,204 

21,048 

60,650 

24,654 

1,365 

164 


PART  V 


FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


The  1962  Feed  Grain  Program  provided  for  the  voluntary  reduction  of 
barley  and  of  corn  and  grain  sorghum  below  the  respective  1959-1960 
base  acreage  established  for  individual  farms. 

Payments  were  made  to  producers  who  diverted  acreage  from  the  production 
of  these  crops  to  approved  conserving  crops  or  practices. 

Participation  in  the  program  was  a prerequisite  for  eligibility  for 
price  support  on  these  crops  in  1962. 

The  sign-up  period  extended  from  February  5;  1962,  through  March  30> 
1962. 
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1962  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 

County  1959-60  Average  Yields 
and 

Per  Acre  Payment  Rates  for  Barley 


County 

0 

BARLEY 

1959-60 
Ave  rage 
Yield 
(bushels ) 

: 50^ 

: Payment  Rate 

: Per  Acre 

: ( dollars ) 

: “W- 

: Payment  Rate 

: Per  Acre 

: ( dollars ) 

Adams 

30.0 

15.00 

18.00 

Bolivar 

36.2 

18. -10 

21.70 

Carroll 

26,0 

13.00 

15.60 

Chickasaw 

34.7 

17.40 

20.80 

Clay 

33-5 

16.80 

20.10 

Coahoma 

31.5 

15.80 

18.90 

Hinds 

21.0 

10.50 

12.60 

Holmes 

30.6 

15.30 

18.40 

Lee 

30.0 

15.00 

18.00 

Leflore 

26.7 

13.^0 

16.00 

Lowndes 

3^.8 

17.40 

20.90 

Madison 

28.7 

14.40 

17.20 

Marshall 

27.1 

13.60 

16.30 

Monroe 

34.1 

17.00 

20.50 

Noxubee 

3^-7 

17.40 

20.80 

Oktibbeha 

30.0 

15.00 

18.00 

Pontotoc 

30.0 

15.00 

18.00 

Quitman 

31.3 

15.60 

18.80 

Sharkey 

33-0 

16.50 

19.80 

Sunflower 

30.8 

15.40 

18.50 

Tallahatchie 

32.1 

16.00 

19.30 

Tate 

26.0 

13.00 

15.60 

Tunica 

32.0 

15.00 

19.20 

Washington 

29.8 

14.90 

17.90 

Winston 

25,0 

12.50 

15.00 
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1962  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 

County  1959-60  Average  Yields 
And 

Per  Acre  Payment  Rates  for  Corn  and  Grain  Sorghum 


• 

CORN 

l 

GRAIN  SORGHUM." 

: 1959-60 

1 50  i 

7”  60$ 

: 1959-60 

: 50%  : 

“60 

: Average 

: Payment  Rate 

: Payment  Rate 

: Average 

: Payment  Rate; 

Payment-  Rate 

: Yield 

: Per  Acre 

: Per  Acre 

: Yield 

: Per  Acre  ; 

Per  Acre 

County 

: (Bushels) 

: ( Dollars ) 

; ( Dollars ) 

: (Bushels ) 

: ( Dollars ) ; 

( Dollars ) 

Adams 

25.6 

16.00 

19.20 

22.0 

12.30 

14.80 

Alcjrn 

29.5 

18.50 

22.10 

23.0 

12.90 

15.50 

Amite 

27. L 

17.10 

20.50 

- 

- 

- 

Attala 

26.8 

16.80 

20.10 

26.1 

14.60 

17.60 

Benton 

29 .4 

18.40 

22.00 

21.5 

12.10 

l4.4o 

Boll var 

32.8 

20.50 

0~ 

20 746” 

“24750” 

Calhoun 

23.8 

14.90 

17.90 

25.5 

i4 . 30 

17.IO 

Carroll 

27.2 

17.OO 

20.40 

3-1.5 

17.70 

21.20 

Chickasaw 

23.6 

1.4 . 80 

17.80 

28.0 

15.70 

18.80 

Choctaw 

26.2 

16. 40 

19.60 

28.0 

15.70 

18.80 

Claiborne 

40.0 

25.OO 

30.00 

35.5 

19.90 

23.90 

Clarke 

27.1 

17.00 

20.40 

20.1 

11.20 

13.60 

Clay 

22.9 

14.20 

17.10 

37.0 

20.70 

24.90 

Coahoma 

4o.o 

25,00 

30.00 

28.6 

16.00 

19.30 

Copiah 

35.1 

22.00 

26.40 

31.0 

17.40 

20.80 

Covington 

29.2 

18.20 

21.90 

27.5 

15.50 

18.50 

DeSoto 

31.  ^ 

19.60 

23.50 

29.5 

16.60 

19.80 

Forrest 

32.9 

20.50 

24.60 

27.5 

15.50 

18.50 

Franklin 

30.8 

19.20 

23.10 

- 

- 

- 

George 

26.6 

16.60 

20.00 

26.5 

14.80 

17 . 80 

Greene 

25.0 

15.60 

18.80 

21.5 

12.10 

l4.4o 

Grenada 

25.6 

16.00 

19.20 

24.0 

13.^0 

16.10 

Hancock 

33- T 

21.00 

25.20 

- 

- 

- 

Harrison 

32„o 

20.00 

24.00 

_ 

- 

- 

Hinds 

31.0 

19.40 

23.20 

31.5 

17.70 

21.20 

Holmes 

29.6 

18.50 

22,20 

34.0 

19.00 

22.80 

Humphreys 

32.8 

20.50 

24.60 

40.0 

22.40 

26.90 

Issaquena 

51.8 

32.40 

38.90 

35.5 

19.90 

23.90 

Itawamba 

26.8 

I6.8O 

20 . 10 

25.O 

14.00 

16.80 

Jackson 

28.0 

17.50 

21.00 

25.O 

14.00 

16.80 

Jasper 

“ 267i 

17.50 

21.10 

33.0 

18.50 

22.20 

Jefferson 

34.0 

21.20 

25.50 

26.0 

14.60 

17.50 

Jefferson 

Davis  29.8 

18.60 

22.40 

- 

- 

- 

Jones 

31.8 

19.90 

23.90 

25.O 

14.00 

16.80 

Kemper 

20.6 

12.90 

15.50 

19.2 

10.80 

12.90 

Lafayette 

27.2 

17.00 

”20.40 

25.O 

”U7oo” 

l6.8o“~ 

Lamar 

30.0 

18,80 

22.50 

- 

- 

- 

Lauderdale 

27.7 

17.20 

20.80 

21.2 

11.90 

14.20 

Lawrence 

27.8 

17.40 

20.90 

- 

- 

Leake 

23.6 

14.80 

17.80 

26.0 

14.60 

17.50 

. .. 


VJ 


- 
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1962  FEED  GRAIN  PROGRAM 


County  19  59 -60  Average  Yields 
And 

Per  Acre  Payment  Rates  for  Corn  and  Grain  Sorghum 


• 

CORN 

* 

GRAIN  SORGHUM 

: 1959-60 

1 50$“ 

1 

: 1959-60 

1 50 Jo  7 

“6o^“ 

: Average 

: Payment  Rate 

: Payment  Rate 

: Average 

: Payment  Rate: 

Payment  Rate 

: Yield 

: Per  Acre 

: Per  Acre 

: Yield 

: Per  Acre  : 

Per  Acre 

County 

:( Bushels) 

: ( Dollars ) 

: ( Dollars ) 

: (Bushels) 

: ( Dollars ) : 

( Dollars ) 

Lee 

27.2 

17.00 

20.40 

22.5 

12.50 

15.10 

Leflore 

31.6 

19.80 

23.80 

38.0 

21.30 

25.50 

Lincoln 

32.2 

20.10 

24.10 

20.0 

11.20 

13.^0 

Lowndes 

20  . 3 

12  „ 80 

15.20 

26.0 

14.60 

17.50 

Madison 

24  . 0 

15.00 

18.00 

37.0 

20.70 

24.90 

Marion 

~2QT~ 

17.90 

21.50 

35.0 

— 19.60“ 

23.50 

Marshall 

29. 7 

18.50 

22.20 

28.5 

15.90 

19.20 

Monroe 

23.2 

14.50 

17.40 

31.0 

17.40 

20.80 

Montgomery 

25.6 

16.00 

19.20 

38.0 

21.30 

25.50 

Neshoba 

25.5 

16.00 

19.10 

30.0 

16.80 

20.20 

Newton 

27 .0 

“ l6.90~ 

20.20 

25.O 

~F.7xT“ 

“T678o” 

Noxubee 

20.9 

13.00 

15.60 

28.0 

15.70 

18.80 

Oktibbeha 

22.2 

13.90 

16.60 

34.0 

19.00 

22.80 

Panola 

33-6 

21.00 

25.20 

36.5 

20.40 

24.50 

Pearl  River 

31-7 

19.80 

23.80 

32.5 

18.10 

21.80 

Perry 

31.0 

19.40 

23.20 

25.0 

14.00 

16 . 80” 

Pike 

28.9 

18.00 

21.60 

25.O 

i4.oo 

16.80 

Pontotoc 

30.2 

18.90 

22.60 

21.5 

12.10 

l4.4o 

Prentiss 

29.8 

18.60 

22.40 

31.0 

17.40 

20.80 

Quitman 

34.7 

21.80 

26.00 

42.5 

23.70 

28.60 

Rankin 

26.8 

l6 80 

20.10 

26.0 

14.60 

17.50 

Scott 

25.O 

15.60 

18.80 

26.0 

14.60 

17.50 

Sharkey 

51.2 

32.00 

38.40 

30.1 

16.80 

20.30 

Simpson 

27.6 

17.20 

20.80 

26.0 

l4.6o 

17.50 

Smith 

29.4 

18. 40 

22.00 

26.0 

l4.6o 

17.50 

Stone 

27.1 

17.00 

20. 4o 

27.0 

15.10 

18.10 

Sunflower 

31.0 

19.40 

23.20 

42.5 

23.70 

28.60 

Tallahatchie 

33-7 

21.00 

25.20 

43.0 

24.10 

28.90 

Tate 

35.7 

22.20 

26.80 

39-5 

22.20 

26.50 

Tippah 

29  A 

18. 4o 

22.00 

32.5 

18.10 

21.80 

Tishomingo 

25-5 

16.00 

19.10 

25.0 

14.00 

16.80 

Tunica 

33-8 

21.10 

25.40 

28.0 

15.70 

18.80 

Union 

27  = 5 

17.20 

20.60 

25.0 

14.00 

16.80 

Walthall 

31-5 

19.80 

23.60 

33.0 

18.50 

22.20 

Warren 

43.0 

26.90 

32.20 

- 

- 

- 

Washington 

>+2.2 

26 . 40 

31.60 

3^.1 

19.00 

23.00 

Wayne 

26.4 

16.50 

19.80 

30.0 

16.80 

20.20 

Webster 

28.3 

17.80 

21.20 

26.6 

14.90 

17.90 

Wilkinson 

30.7 

19.20 

23.00 

27.0 

15.10 

18.10 

Winston 

26.2 

16. 40 

19.60 

29.5 

16.60 

19.80 

Yalobusha 

27.0 

16.90 

20.20 

22.0 

12.30 

~^E4T8o 

Yazoo 

34.0 

21.20 

25.50 

38.5 

21.50 

25.90 
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